Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Grundler, Christopher [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3BE58C2CC8545D88CF74F3896D4460F-GRUNDLER, CHRISTOPHER]
7/21/2018 12:21:25 PM

Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]

Re: Update

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 (Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor MI)
734.645.5221 (mobile)
WWW.epa.gov/otag

On Jul 21, 2018, at 5:49 AM, Bunker, Byron <bunker byron@epa.gov> wrote:

PBIl / Ex.

This is awesome news. I wonder if the trailer debacle played a significant role in how our new
Administrator thought about the LD GHG rule or if he was more driven by a desire to find a win
win for all of the stakeholders instead of driving an idea logical goal that few actually want?
Either way, this 1s a step in the right direction.

Thanks,

Byron

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 20, 2018, at 8:28 PM, Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov> wrote:

Hope you had a productive trip. While you were away:

1. Wheeler decided to withdraw glider NAA

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

C—
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Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 (Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor MI)
734.645.5221 (mobile)
WWW.epa.gov/otaqg
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Message

From: Michael Walsh [mpwalsh@theicct.org]
Sent: 8/28/2018 2:25:49 PM

To: mpwalsh@igc.org

Subject: Car Lines

Attachments: NSL 20185.pdf

Dear Friends,
Attached is the latest issue of Car Lines. | hope it is useful to you.

Michael

Michael P. Walsh
International Consultant
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Michael P. Walsh

3105 N. Dinwiddie Street
Arlington, Virginia 22207
USA

Phone: (703) 241-1297
E-Mail mpwalsh@igc.org

o fwalshearlings.com
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EUROPE
1. Stuttgart Must Ban Euro 5 Diesel Vehicles or Face Court-imposed Fine

Stuttgart has until the end of August to comply with a court order and come up with an air quality
plan that includes a ban on Euro 5 diesel vehicles or face a 10,000 Euro fine. The Stuttgart
administrative court has said that by 31 August, Baden Wirttemberg authorities must amend their
air quality plan in line with the Federal Administrative Court’s order to ban Euro 5 diesel vehicles
in the city from September 2019.

Euro 5 vehicles are those sold between September 2009 and September 2015.

ClientEarth lawyer Ugo Taddei said: “It comes as no surprise that the court has been forced once
again to step in to protect people’s right to breathe clean air. Repeated court orders have required
the introduction of comprehensive and effective traffic restrictions in Stuttgart.

The decision comes after ClientEarth and Deutsche Umwelthilfe (DUH) took the Baden-
Wirttemberg government to court over their failure to reduce air pollution, with the Stuttgart
Administrative Court ordering the introduction of traffic restrictions on diesel vehicles. In a
landmark decision in February this year, the German Federal Administrative court upheld the
order. Last March, DUH followed up when no appropriate action was taken by Stuttgart to comply
with the February ruling.

In June, the Administrative Court of Stuttgart ruled that the government’s plan to introduce a ‘mini-
ban’ on older Euro 3 and 4 standard vehicles, but exempted residents, was wholly inadequate.
The Baden-Wirttemberg authorities agreed to lift the exemption for residents but refused to make
a clear commitment to ban Euro 5 vehicles from September next year.

The Federal state now has a month to update the plan and set a binding deadline for a citywide
ban of all Euro 5 vehicles by September 2019.

2. Jirgen Resch and DUH Wage War on Dirty Diesels Using the Lawsuit.

DUH is an NGO with a €10 million annual budget and fewer than 100 staff, up against the car
industry responsible for at least a fifth of the German economy, employing almost 800,000
workers, and solidly backed by almost all political parties and at all levels of government.

Resch, a mild-mannered and bespectacled environmentalist, isn’'t a rabble-rouser or political
networker. Instead, he is making inroads into Germany’s auto empire thanks to the country’s
courts, which have mandated that especially polluted cities should ban the most polluting types
of diesel cars. The key decision was a February ruling by a court in Leipzig allowing local
governments to impose diesel bans to meet clean air standards.

Resch feels he is fighting” a crisis in democracy” as the car industry tries to push authorities to
ignore the Leipzig decision.

With 15 million diesel cars on German roads, both the federal and regional governments are trying
to water down the court rulings, but Resch is holding their feet to the fire. From DUH’s fourth-floor
office in Berlin's Hackescher Markt square, overlooking a suburban railway line, Resch
coordinates 28 ongoing cases related to air quality across Germany.
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L.ocal politicians and the national government — backed by automakers like Volkswagen, Daimler
and BMW — are fighting the bans. They argue fleet renewal and software updates to emissions
control systems are enough to clean up the smog. More radical action, they warn, could knock
out one of the main props of the German economy and hit jobs in big auto cities like Stuttgart and
Munich — just the places choked by exhaust fumes.

Those arguments don’'t get much traction with Resch. Resch feels he is fighting” a crisis in
democracy” as the car industry tries to push authorities to ignore the Leipzig decision.

His legal campaign against German carmakers is part of a broader battle against diesel — with
cities across Europe clamping down on polluting cars, while the industry fends off accusations of
cheating on emissions tests. As a result, diesel car sales are plunging. In the first six months of
this year across Europe, new diesel car registrations were down 17 percent compared to the
same period in 2017, according to Jato, a consultancy. The fuel type now accounts for just 37
percent of the total market — its lowest share since 2001.

In Germany, Resch has chalked up some recent successes. Hamburg has separately already
moved ahead with a limited ban on some diesel vehicles and in late July, a court in Stuttgart gave
authorities in Baden-Wirttemberg until the end of August to ramp up a clean air plan and include
a commitment to ban Euro 5 standard diesel cars sold between 2009 and 2015. That came
following a case from DUH.

The NGO is also hoping to make progress on cases in Disseldorf and Munich over the coming
few weeks, while hearings in Frankfurt, Berlin and Mainz are due in the early fall.

The Stuttgart judgment threatens to hit the local government with a modest €10,000 fine if it fails
to comply, something Resch worries politicians will accept to stave off unpopuiar bans. But DUH
is ready to push further. He wants courts to threaten to imprison politicians who don’t implement
bans, an ambitious call but one he says is justifiable given that around 70 localities in Germany
break legal air pollution limits.

3. German Diesel Woes Prompt Record Exports of Second-Hand Cars

Germany is exporting second-hand diesel cars at a record pace as buyers are confused about
possible bans in cities over air quality and because of a more general image problem following
the Volkswagen emissions scandal. That helped to push up exports of used diesel vehicles by a
record of more than 20 percent last year, according to research from a German university. Italy
and Austria were the biggest buyers last year, while sales to Croatia and Ukraine roughly doubled.

"Sentiment is really bad towards diesel engines in Germany," said Christian Kille, a professor at
the Institute for Applied Logistics, part of the University of Applied Sciences in Wuerzburg-
Schweinfurt, who led the study. Foreign buyers are benefiting from a drop in prices, according to
the report, which was co-authored by Bjérn Helmke.

Germany exported a total of 239,541 used vehicles last year, the highest since at least 2006, the
study showed. Italy and Austria snapped up the most at more than 20,000 vehicles, each.
Deliveries to France and Spain gained more than 30 percent.

This jump in exports of second-hand diesel cars from Germany coincides with a slump in new
registrations. Consumers are buying more gasoline vehicles, a trend that started with revelations
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in 2015 that Volkswagen had rigged the emissions setups in about 11 million cars globally. While
diesel demand for vehicles is difficult to assess and has been resilient because of wider
commercial uses, data from the International Energy Agency show a drop in Germany’s total
diesel consumption this year from levels in early 2016.

The reticence among buyers in the second-hand market is also linked to talk of bans in German
cities following a court ruling earlier this year, Kille said. Restrictions on older diesel cars in parts
of Stuttgart and Hamburg have already been announced, with the aim of bringing air poliution
levels into line with European Union rules. "People don’t know if and how the government will ban
diesel and which diesel," said Kille. "Most of the people will not buy diesel cars in order to play it
safe.”

Kille now expects more of a move toward electric vehicles, he said. Figures from Germany’s KBA,
the Federal Motor Transport Authority, already show that trend, with sales of hybrids almost
doubling in July to 13,559 vehicles, giving them a market share of 4.3 percent, up from 2.5 percent
in 2017.

Still, there could be a "renaissance” for diesel engines in Germany in a few years as better
controlling mechanisms are developed and the current "hysteria" dies down, Kille said. The
market may already be near the bottom, Facts Global Energy said in a report this week,
forecasting an increase in registrations in Europe’s largest markets by the end of this year.

4. Germany Introduces First Diesel Bus with Catalyst to Avoid Bans

Germany presented its first diesel bus with a technology designed to slash air pollution as it steps
up efforts to avoid a ban on older public transport on city roads. The bus, which operates in
Dusseldorf and is owned by the Rheinbahn AG, is equipped with a Selective Catalytic Reduction
device, the Transport and Digital Infrastructure Ministry said in Berlin. The device can convert as
much as 90 percent of the vehicle’s armful nitrogen oxide emissions into innocuous oxides.

The ministry is hoping for a quicker uptake of its offer to help finance the catalyst upgrade after a
regional court in February allowed municipal governments to ban older diesel vehicles within city
limits. Hamburg in June was the first region to follow up on the ruling, banning vehicles on a busy
road with certification lower than the Eurc V! standard for emissions.

“Our aim is clear -- we want to avoid a general ban in German cities,” Transport Minister Andreas
Scheuer said in the ministry statement.

The government and cities need to speed up fitting diesel upgrades, said the Environmental
Action Group DUH, a group pushing to ban older diesels from the roads. As many as two-thirds
of Germany’s 35,000 municipal buses are diesels.

Just 1,000 applications for catalytic upgrades for buses have been made to date, costing 8.5
million euros ($10 million), according to Scheuer’s ministry.

5. City of London Considering Ban on Non-EVs to Cut Air Poliution

At the end of last year, China banned 553 car models that didn't meet the country's strict emission
regulations. The City of London is considering doing something similar in the near future.
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According to the U.K.'s The Week, the City of London is considering a pilot program that would
temporarily ban gas- and diesel-powered cars from specific streets that have low-emission
restrictions. London's financial center has some of the "worst hotspots" for nitrogen dioxide
pollution in the city. The financial center's narrow roads are usually congested are surrounded by
tall buildings, a recipe for a pocket of air pollution.

To help curb the high levels of pollution in the area, Ruth Calderwood, the City of London's air
quality chief, stated that the financial district could develop a program that would see the
introduction of "ultra-low emission vehicle" roads. On these stretches of tarmac, only electrified
vehicles like EVs and plug-in hybrids would be permitted to pass. This would be a clear way to
ban gas- and diesel-powered cars.

Apparently, the ban on specific roads would be put into place to help reduce overall pollution in
the city. Speaking with the press, Calderwood stated that she didn't believe London Mayor Sadiq
Khan's Ultra Low Emission Zone (ULEZ) plan would have enough of an impact on the city's air
pollution issue. The ULEZ won't go into effect until next April, and even then, Calderwood isn't too
sure that it will be enough.

Calderwood's plan would be one of the first of its kind globally and could have an immediate
impact on air pollution in London's financial district. It would also ease the city into Khan's ULEZ
plan next April. It would also give the city a look at the kind of impact the ULEZ plan will have on
London's poliution issue. While Calderwood's proposal would be a minor solution, she
understands that a trial needs to be conducted before a more permanent solution comes to light.

"We want to make sure about the availability of vehicles: we don't want to introduce something
that's going to be a problem,” she said.

6. Automakers Risk $16 Billion in Fines on EU Emission Breaches

Automakers failing to cut greenhouse gas emissions risk writing a big check to the European
Union. Manufacturers ranging from Renault SA to Mercedes-Benz maker Daimler AG are on the
hook for total fines in excess of 14 billion euros ($16 billion), should they fail to comply with tighter
emission regulation phased in from 2020 and in full force the next year, an analysis by IHS Markit
shows.

Only a “seismic shift” in demand for electrified vehicles would completely remove the forecast
excessive emissions, the forecaster said August 6 in a report. Earlier, analysts at Exane BNP
Paribas singled out French automakers PSA Group and Renault SAas most exposed to any
payments, with breaches causing such a hit to auto making profits that failing the new rules was
“not an option.”

Carmakers have known for years about the coming change in EU policy, yet many are struggling
to drive down average fleet emissions of climate-changing carbon dioxide. In 2017, carbon dioxide
fleet emissions rose for the first time in years after buyers deserted diesel cars, relatively fuel-
efficient, in favor of gasoline vehicles in the wake of Volkswagen AG’s emissions cheating.
Consumers also bought more gas guzzling sport utility vehicles.

IHS said its forecast indicated an average EU fleet emission level of 122.9 grams of carbon
dioxide per kilometer, 8 grams higher than an adjusted target. Carmakers’ plans to offer all-new
electric vehicles like the Mercedes EQ C crossover, as well as fine-tuning existing engine-
technology, is setting many carmakers on course to meet the tough targets, they said.
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“As we continue to follow carmaker technology developments and any regulatory adjustments,
our forecasts may be adjusted accordingly,” IHS said.

7. Merkel Balks at Tighter EU Climate Goals as Germany Faces Crunch

German Chancellor Angela Merkel has rejected a proposal for stricter emissions targets in the
European Union, underscoring the clash between climate goals and the country’'s booming
economy.

Merkel said in a German television interview she expects faster adoption of electric vehicles,
which could help limit climate change she said was undeniable after several exceptionally hot
summers. Yet she said the EU would do better to meet existing emissions targets rather than set
new ones.

“This constant setting of new targets, | don’t think it makes sense,” Merkel told broadcaster ARD
in an interview on August 26™. “I'm not so happy about these new proposals, since many EU
member countries are already behind in meeting their pledges.”

While putting Germany at the forefront of global efforts to combat climate change, Merkel is
hemmed in domestically by an auto industry that's a major source of exports and an energy
strategy that relies on coal generation to bridge the gap to a nuclear-free future.

She was responding to a European Commission plan to examine a stricter climate target that
would allow the bloc to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions by at least 45 percent by 2030. The
existing 40 percent target is considered too lax to meet the Paris climate agreement’s goal of
keeping the rise in global temperatures well below 2 degrees Celsius.

The EU, China and other major economies are upholding the Paris accord after Donald Trump
withdrew the U.S. from the climate deal in 2017.

8. Car Emissions Scandal: Loopholes in The Lab Tests Still Being Exploited

Three years after Dieselgate, automakers are still exploiting ‘the lawful but awful ways’ to achieve
the best possible scores for CO2 testing in the EU.

It had been an open secret in the industry for years that carmakers were gaming the EU lab tests
in myriad ways: over-inflating tires, taping doors, removing the sound system and turning off the
air-conditioning were just a few of the methods that helped cut emissions in the lab but that were
impossible to replicate on the road.

In 2014, a year before the VW diesel scandal was exposed by the US Environmental Protection
Agency, one study showed that carmakers had become increasingly brazen in “optimizing” EU
tests to lower their stated carbon-dioxide emissions. From 2001 to 2013, the gap in CO2
emissions in the lab versus on the road nearly quadrupled from 8 per cent to 31 per cent,
according to the International Council on Clean Transportation.

Even with carmakers under scrutiny, and European regulators under pressure to enforce rules,
the gap has since widened — reaching 42 per cent in 2016.
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Recalls to “fixX’ or “modify” emissions software have since become a regular occurrence. But
Europe has not taken strong action to penalize — and thus deter — them for using legal tricks to
undermine CO2 tests, which is why problems persist, says William Todts, executive director at the
European Federation for Transport & Environment.

That carmakers are still bending EU rules, therefore, is as much a story of ineffectual regulation.
Engineers, after all, are tasked with building engines to meet test requirements, just like students
focus their reading on what is likely to show up on exams. “Manufacturers will always respond to
literal requirements from the regulators,” says John German, senior fellow at the ICCT. “If
something isn’t specified in the regulations, it's not really ethical to take advantage of that — but
neither is it illegal.”

In the US, the EPA sets and enforces the rules; in Europe, Brussels sets the rules but enforcement
is left to the national authorities. “Nobody has the mandate or legal authority that the EPA has,”
Mr German says.

Critics of the EU system say the national authorities’ independence and incentives are
questionable. For instance, Germany’s transport authority, the KBA, is in a difficult position to
impose billions of euros in fines on a car industry that employs 800,000 people in the country.

When, in April 2016, the KBA found that Mercedes, Opel and VW cars were understating pollution
by turning off emissions controls in temperatures not found in test procedures, it recalled 630,000
cars. It issued no fines but simply told carmakers to stop exploiting the loophole.

Emissions testing in the EU is being overhauled, albeit gradually. Simple lab tests under the New
European Driving Cycle first designed decades ago and described by T&E as “utterly discredited”
are being replaced by longer tests designed to better replicate on-the-road conditions. The new
system also gives the commission powers to check cars already on the road, and it can penalize
carmakers up to €30,000 a car in case of non-compliance.

Yet critics say Brussels is not going far enough. “They’ve taken away some of the loopholes;
they've made the cycle more aggressive, but it's still more gentle than reality,” Mr Molden chief
executive of Emissions Analytics, which conducts real-world driving emissions tests says. “Car
buyers will still find their cars emitting more CO2 by about 20 per cent.”

Moreover, last month the commission’s research arm said carmakers were already undermining
these new CO2 emissions tests — before they even become mandatory next month. The
commission’s Joint Research Centre found that cars were still being configured to produce low
results on NEDC tests but featured a different configuration to emit higher emissions on the
incoming regime, the Worldwide Harmonized Light Vehicle Test Procedure, or WLTP. The logic
is to inflate the baseline for 2020 emissions — the year NEDC standards are phased out in favor
of WLTP — because targets in 2025 and 2030 are based on a percentage reduction from the
start point.

To obtain lower emissions on the NEDC test, carmakers can test the cars on full batteries, enable
start/stop engine technology and manually shift gears quickly. To raise emissions for WLTP, they
perform a separate test using a depleted battery, disable start/stop functions and shift gears more
slowly. Brussels acknowledges that it inadvertently created this loophole when it wrote the WLTP
regulations. It tried to prevent carmakers from tricking the system to lower their emissions — it
had never thought they might try to make their cars look dirtier than they are.
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After environmental groups warned them of this possibility, the commission looked for evidence
and found that some carmakers were inflating emissions for WLTP standards by up to 13 per cent
and on average by 4.5 per cent. At the same time, they continued to “systematically” understate
NEDC emissions by 4 per cent.

In response to these accusations, the European Automobile Manufacturers Association pointed
out that inflating emissions in 2020 would be “counterproductive”, because with higher emissions
comes higher taxes for car buyers. “A manufacturer that would over-declare CO2 values could
dramatically lose their competitiveness and market share, which is in no one’s interest,” it said.

T&E’s Mr Todts suggests that cartel activity may therefore be at play. “The only way this trick can
work is if all carmakers work together,” he says, adding that Brussels is already investigating
German carmakers for cartel activities in other technology such as the size of tanks for AdBlue,
a solution to neutralize emissions for diesel cars.

Proposals by the EC to co-legislators to rectify the issue include having future targets calculated
on measured rather than declared WLTP values, and systematic collection of measurement data.

The European Automobile Manufacturers’ Association said in a statement that "CO2 values
should not be artificially increased on purpose in any way that would undermine the post-2020
CO2 targets". The trade body said it agreed with the commissioners' proposed solutions and it
would support their implementation.

9. EC Discrediting Electric Cars NGO Says

Advisers to the EU's climate commissioner are “deliberately and repeatedly” misleading co-
legislators about the impact of its proposals for post-2020 CO2 targets for new cars and vans,
NGO Transport & Environment has said. Climate commissioner Miguel Arias Cariete and his
department’s “defensive moves” have been “to discredit electric cars and warn of job losses”, T&E
says in a paper.

T&E says that the EC did not analyze the impact of a 50% CO2 reduction, as only 30% and 40%
targets were modelled in the impact assessment for the proposals. The conclusions of the impact
assessment sharply diverge from the review made by T&E in its paper, especially in terms of the
consequences for employment.

Furthermore, the impact assessment does not reflect a scenario where “electric cars will
completely replace engine vehicles before 20307, the paper reads. It instead projects “a
combination of battery, plug-in hybrid and fuel cell vehicles, the latter two creating more
manufacturing employment”.

The basis for carmakers considering electrification to be “overly challenging” were recently
explained by ACEA secretary general Erik Jonnaert. “[The] carmakers’ intention is clear”, the
paper says: their intention is “to prevent an interim 2025 target in the regulation so they can keep
selling diesel cars in Europe as long as possible”.

The EC has found carmakers to have manipulated emission results in order to over-declare CO2
values in WLTP measurements. (See story above.) “The WLTP tests were carried out starting

with a depleted battery, so that additional fuel was consumed to charge the battery during the
test”, a leaked document reads.
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Electric vehicles are engineered with a specific technology to help decarbonize the most polluting
sector in Europe. “[Their] use is expected to increase, thereby increasing demand for lithium-ion
batteries”, according to T&E.

A study by think-tank CEPS on the prospects of lithium-ion batteries entering the market found
that they will reach the end of their life in the coming years. Increased collection and recycling
efficiency rates in the EU can mitigate CO2 emissions, decrease dependence on imported
materials and boost job creation, it found.

Disregarding the availability of materials, the EC's battery action plan aims to have ten battery
gigafactories in the EU by 2025. Some of them are planned in Sweden, Germany, Poland and
Hungary, according to T&E.

10. Biggest Ever EU Car Market Growth Recorded

With 8.66m cars registered between January and June 2018, the European car market recorded
its best first half performance of the century, according to figures from Jato Dynamics.

The figures are despite continued uncertainty in the UK market, which was down 6.3%, whereas
growth recorded in Germany, France and Spain kept the overall European rise high. This was
aided by midsize markets the Netherlands, Poland and Sweden, while smaller markets Hungary,
Greece, Romania, Croatia and Lithuania all posted significant sales increases.

As for diesel, registrations were down 17% during the first six months of 2018, Jato Dynamics
data revealed, and the fuel now accounts for 37% of the total market — its lowest share since
2001.

By contrast, alternative fuel vehicles including electric, hybrid and plug-in hybrid posted a 31%
increase, rising to make up 5.4% of the total with 450,200 vehicles registered. However, smaller
markets saw the highest growth while larger markets continue to observe relatively slow adoption.
For example, in Norway, AFVs now account for 56% of the market, compared to 3.4% in
Germany.

Meanwhile, SUVs continue to prove their popularity with customers who bought 2.92m across the
European region, marking a 24% growth in the first half and 30% in June.

11. VW Woes Continue
Skills Shortage Makes It Harder for VW To Meet New Rules

Volkswagen warned that a shortage of engineers is hampering efforts to get its cars to meet new
anti-pollution rules, clouding its sales outlook and overshadowing a forecast-beating 23 percent
rise in underlying operating profit. VW has seen a raft of engine experts depart since admitting to
systematic emissions cheating in Sept. 2015. That has left the carmaker short of engineers now
needed to work on models complying with stricter emissions tests, Chief Executive Herbert Diess
said recently.

“Engine development expertise has been lost,” said Diess, explaining that getting engines certified
for road use has become a lot harder under a new Worldwide Harmonized Light Duty Vehicles
Test Procedure, known as WLTP, that takes effect from September.
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The carmaker recently poached BMW engine development expert Markus Duesmann to help
overcome the problem but warned that delays in getting road certification will result in bottlenecks
for certain model variants between August and October.

“That impacts capacity utilization at our plants, so there will be closure days at our sites during
this period,” Diess said. Although VW is sticking to its delivery targets, meeting them will be hard.

The introduction of WLTP rules was accelerated in the wake of Volkswagen’s diesel cheating.
Regulators now take a much more granular look at vehicles and test car pollution levels much
more comprehensively, Diess said. “They look at what kind of tires were fitted and whether the
air conditioning is switched on,” Diess explained.

Rival carmaker Daimler and supplier Valeo cut their outlooks citing the introduction of new
stringent emissions standards and a slowdown in growth as a trade war and tariffs hamper global
trade. Automakers General Motors Co, Ford Motor and Fiat Chrysler Automobiles lowered their
full-year profit forecasts recently due to escalating tariffs.

In the wake of its emissions scandal, Volkswagen accelerated a push to expand its portfolio of
electric cars. The carmaker said it could start serial production of solid-state battery cells from
2024 or 2025. “We must not make ourselves dependent on a few Asian manufacturers in the long
term,” Diess said, explaining that advances in ceramic separators had raised the viability of mass
production. A solid-state battery factory would likely be in Europe, or even in Germany under the
right conditions, Diess said.

Volkswagen Says New Emission Tests Pose Biggest Threat

Global trade tensions have put automakers under pressure. But Volkswagen says new emission
tests in Europe pose the biggest threat to its business.

"We cannot rest on our laurels because great challenges lie ahead of us in the coming quarters
— especially regarding the transition to the new ... test procedure," CEO Herbert Diess said in a
statement. The tests present a "titanic task" and "the biggest [sales] volume and earnings risk,"
the CEO said, according to a presentation prepared for reporters. Diess warned that factories
could be closed temporarily, and some new models could be delayed.

Volkswagen (VLKAF) isn't alone. Other automakers in Europe are struggling to prepare for the
tests, which were introduced in late 2017. Industry groups have reported that testing bottlenecks
are causing delays in certification.

The new test, called the Worldwide Harmonized Light Vehicle Test Procedure (WLTP), measures
fuel consumption and emissions of CO2 and pollutants in conditions that simulate real-world
driving scenarios. It's billed as a major improvement on the previous test, which was designed in
the 1980s and failed to detect Volkswagen's rigging of its diesel emissions.

The new tests are performed in independent labs and a single examination can take days to set
up. Test facilities are running at 100% capacity and operating 24 hours a day, but that's not
enough to avoid delays, according to the European Automobile Manufacturers' Association.
"Neither manufacturers nor approval authorities have had sufficient time to prepare adequately,”
the association said in a statement. "The process of obtaining European Union approval has
slowed down, resulting in planned [car] production being stopped or delayed.”
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All new car models sold across the 28-member states in the European Union must be certified by
September. Even after regulators approve a model, vehicles can be randomly tested as they roll
off the factory floor.

The British Society of Motor Manufacturers and Traders reported that domestic production of cars
for the UK market dropped 47% in June. It said the new emission tests were contributing to the
slowdown.

Mike Hawes, CEO of the industry group, said the tests were one factor that had contributed to a
"perfect storm" for automakers, which are also worried about the impact of Brexit.

Volkswagen said that it delivered 5.5 million cars in the first half of 2018, an increase of 7% over
the previous year. Sales increased 3.5% to €119.4 billion ($139.5 billion) and operating profit rose
nearly 10% to €9.8 billion ($11.5 billion). The company took a €1.6 billion ($1.9 billion) charge
related to the diesel scandal.

Volkswagen warned that its financial performance could be volatile in the second half of the year
because of the emission tests. Shares in the automaker dropped 3%.

12. France Unveils Anti-Pollution Plan

France's ministry for ecological transition headed by Nicolas Hulot has presented an advance
draft of a mobility law to be unveiled this autumn, intended to tackle air pollution and promote
clean transport. Hulot's private office proposed the creation of low-emission zones (LEZ) in the
most polluted areas of the country, where use of the most polluting vehicles will be restricted, by
2020. The new law will require “all agglomerations of above 100,000 inhabitants” to consider
setting up such a zone, the plan reads.

Agglomerations applying LEZs would be able to enforce traffic restrictions geographically or
during certain hours, differentiating within vehicle categories in a manner that would gradually
lead to prohibiting circulation. The government said it will work hand-in-hand with urban areas
committed to implementing the LEZ, in compliance with EU emission level thresholds.

A similar system to the LEZ already exists in Paris and Grenoble and will be extended by 2020 to
12 other areas: Marseille, Nice, Toulon, Lyon, Saint-Etienne, Valence, Strasbourg, Reims,
Montpellier, Toulouse, the Arve valley and Martinique.

The French government also plans {o impose an environmental tax on sport utility vehicles, to be
levied according to air pollution emissions. Penalties will range from €50 to €10,500 as of January
2019.

Other measures envisaged include fostering carpooling services, multiplying electric vehicle
recharging points five-fold, allowances for companies providing clean energy perks to their
employees, differentiating road lanes according to the number of passengers per vehicle, among
others.

Air pollution kills 48,000 people a year in France, 13 times more than road accidents, according
to the ministry’s plan.

13. Romania To Introduce Much-Delayed Emissions Tax for Cars
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Romania’s ministry of environment has announced that it will finally introduce a delayed pollution
tax for cars which do not meet low emissions standards. The country’s minister of environment,
Gabriela Gavrilescu, announced the measure recently and said, “if someone is polluting, they
must pay a penalty”. She promised it would be implemented by the end of the year.

The environmental car tax was first due to be unveiled in 2016 but was cancelled.

At the start of the year, Romania’s ministry of environment said it would implement this tax by
June 2018. However, Gavrilescu said the latest delay was caused by a dispute over the formula
used to calculate the pollution tax. She said: “| do not want to make the same mistake again. |
want the calculation formula currently under analysis to be a formula that can no longer be
disputed or challenged.”

Reducing greenhouse gas emissions from the transport sector remains a key priority for the EU.
According to the European Environment Agency (EEA), most EU member states employed
incentives or taxes based on emissions to steer purchasing decisions on cars in 2016.

Around 20 member states currently tax vehicles based on their CO2 emission levels, according
to car trade body ACEA. However, some countries such as Bulgaria, Estonia, the Czech Republic
and Poland provide relatively few incentives to encourage the uptake of cars with low CO2
emissions, according to the EEA.

14. Belgian Coast Guard Plane 'Sniffs' Out Air Pollution

Belgium is helping to lead the way in the detection of air pollution. A Coast Guard plane is kitted
out with cutting-edge technology which 'sniffs' emissions from ships.

"So, this is the sniffer sensor, it's located in the back of the pilot. It sucks in air from a probe that
is located in the bottom of the aircraft," explained aerial operator Ward Van Roy, showing the
technology on the plane.

"And the sensor itself measures constantly carbon dioxide and sulfur dioxide. And, based on the
ratio of the two, we can calculate the fuel sulfur content."”

reporters joined the team on a 'sniffing' mission off the Belgian coast. Taking off from Ostend, it
doesn't take long before reaching one of the busiest shipping channels in the world.

"In the first half of this year, smoke plumes of 785 ships were checked out by this hi-tech plane -
and 48 of those were identified as having suspect sulfur emissions. Offenders can face
prosecution and huge fines."

The air pollution surveillance work is attracting interest beyond the EU.

"Together with Denmark, we're the only ones for the time being in Europe doing this type of sniffer
flights. And, worldwide, this is actually attracting a lot of interest. From Canada, for example, from
China as well because we are the first doing this," said Ronny Schallier, head of the aerial
surveillance team.

The crew is now looking to expand its work, to test for nitrogen emissions - with stricter standards
from 2021.
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NORTH AMERICA
15. Trump Administration Proposes to Rollback GHG, Fuel Economy Requirements
NHTSA Cites High Costs, Safety; Attacks California Authority; EPA Disagrees

The Trump administration's proposal to roll back vehicle greenhouse gas and fuel economy
standards relies significantly on claims that rolling back the standards will boost safety -- including
separate claims that heavier vehicles are inherently safer, tougher fuel economy rules slow fleet
turnover to newer and safer vehicles, and higher fuel economy encourages more driving and thus
increased risk of auto accidents. It includes a hardline attack on California's authority to enforce
its own requirements as well as far higher cost projections of the current, Obama-era limits.

Experts are already questioning those claims, and the final language is being intensely scrutinized
regarding its revised assumptions on the cost of fuel economy technologies, as well as its legal
defense for preempting California and other states' authority to implement GHG rules that are
tougher than the federal government.

EPA staff has been essentially frozen out of crafting the detailed justification for the plan, to the
point where the agency asked that its logo and a reference to its technical staff be removed from
the draft regulatory impact analysis (RIA) weeks before the plan was issued. The request, which
was only partially granted, underscores the extent to which EPA staff was often overruled by
officials with the Department of Transportation's (DOT) National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA) or elsewhere in the Trump administration, with EPA having sharply
criticized major elements of the draft plan, including its claimed safety benefits.

“The preliminary RIA is a work product of DOT and NHTSA, and was not authored by EPA,” the
agency writes in July 12 comments on the RIA, just weeks before the proposal was released on
August 2" Accordingly, “EPA's name and logo should be removed from the DOT-NHTSA
Preliminary Regulatory Impact Analysis document” because it should “reflect appropriately who
has authored” it, the agency said.

The proposal also includes language proposing to revoke California's Clean Air Act waiver
allowing it to enforce vehicle GHG and ZEV rules, while also arguing such authority is preempted
by federal fuel economy law. It states that EPA and the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA) “disagree with the conclusion” of two district court cases -- Green
Mountain Chrysler v. Crombie and Central Valley Chrysler-Jeep v. Goldstone -- which concluded
that California and other states' GHG programs are not preempted by the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act.

The proposal also includes revised approaches to estimating fatalities from the current standards,
arguing that the proposed rollback will save lives -- though this issue reportedly has been a
particular point of contention between EPA and NHTSA during interagency review. EPA's own
analysis suggests the plan could actually result in a small increase in fatalities and that it
overstates the costs of complying with the current, Obama-era standards.

EPA's logo was not removed from the preliminary RIA as requested, though the later version of
the document does omit the name of EPA's primary technical office with expertise in vehicle

emissions -- the Office of Transportation and Air Quality. But the fact EPA even raised the issue
of taking its name off the RIA -- in the context of what is nominally a joint rulemaking by EPA and
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NHTSA to revise vehicle fuel economy and GHG standards -- is considered highly unusual or
even unprecedented.

The language appears to be “the career people's final stand,” one knowledgeable source says,
driven by the fact that a range of major critiques by EPA staff were not addressed in the proposal.

Draft versions of both the RIA and the proposal itself offer numerous indications of EPA's
concerns, including broad worries about the justification for rolling back specific standards as well
as EPA heartburn at proposed changes that would de-prioritize requirements tied to GHGs other
than carbon dioxide. “EPA does not agree that the HFC credit program should be removed from
the GHG standards,” the agency wrote in separate comments on the draft regulatory text, referring
to the powerful short-term GHG hydrofluorocarbons (HFC) released from automobile air
conditioners that the current vehicle rules seek to discourage.

EPA in its comments urged changes including deleting language proposing to exclude air
conditioning refrigerants and leakage and nitrous oxide and methane from average performance
calculations after 2020, but that language was retained in the proposal.

The RIA seeks comment on whether to proceed with the proposal to “discontinue” such
accounting, or whether the non-CO2 emissions should continue to count toward compliance and
remain a feature that “differs between” the EPA and NHTSA programs.

Analysis Indicates Proposal Will Hurt Auto Industry and Climate

According to arecent analysis’, the rollback proposal threatens the future of the U.S. auto industry
and will drive further climate change, along with pain at the pump.

Regarding the auto industry, just 10 years ago when gasoline prices spiked to $4 a gallon,
consumers didn’t want to buy the gas-guzzling vehicles U.S. automakers were selling, and so
sales of more efficient autos went to foreign competitors. This was part of the reason that U.S.
automakers welcomed the fuel efficiency standards set in 2012. They knew the standards would
return them to a more competitive position against imported vehicles, and the standards would
create a unified national market, bringing California and the 13 states that adopted the California
approach together with the rest of the country.

Good jobs and lots of investment followed the new rules according to Oge and Harvey. For
example, 288,000 Americans are currently working at 1,200 facilities in 48 states to make today’s
vehicles cleaner and more efficient, and the clean car standard would create more than 250,000
jobs in 2035. Most of the $76 billion invested by the auto industry since 2008 has gone to reduce
fuel consumption, and auto parts suppliers stand to gain $90 billion in increased orders for fuel-
efficient technology.

Meanwhile U.S. automakers are highly profitable: In 2017 Fiat Chrysler “posted another record
performance,” Ford Motor Company “achieved our eighth consecutive year of solid earnings,” and
General Motors reported its “third straight year of 10-percent or higher margins.” In fact, the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration reported in 2016 that car companies could mest
the higher standards with lower costs and no safety concerns.

'« puto companies might like EPA roliback — but they’ll pay for it in the long run”, By Margo Oge And Hal
Harvey, Upinion Contributors, THE HiLL — GBASHME
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Foreign automakers are racing to build clean cars and electric vehicles, largely to meet rising fuel
efficiency standards and EV targets in major markets like China, Europe, and India, as well as
California, the single-biggest U.S. market. If the U.S. drops out of this race, automakers and
drivers alike will suffer.

Automakers typically have a five-year planning horizon and need roughly three years to develop
new vehicles and get them into production. Trump’s clean cars rollback faces several years of
legal challenges from 18 states which have already sued over the plan — so how can car
companies plan for a competitive future without any certainty over which standards will be law?

Trump’s clean car rollback also threatens U.S. consumers. Energy Innovation forecasts this move
will increase gasoline consumption by 363 million gallons in 2035 and cost consumers $457 billion
through 2050 in additional fuel costs.

Proposal Would Likely Hurt Not Help Workers

President Donald Trump framed his decision to revisit fuel-economy regulations enacted by his
predecessor as a move to help U.S. auto workers. “We’re going to work on the CAFE standards
S0 you can make cars in America again,” he told auto workers in March 2017 outside of Detroit,
referring to the Corporate Average Fuel Economy. “We'’re going to help the companies, and
they’re going to help you.”

But according to some experts—and even the agencies that recommended easing Obama-era
fuel economy mandates—those workers may be less in-demand if the proposal takes effect.

U.S. automakers have invested $63.8 billion in U.S. facilities and have promised another $12.4
billion through 2020, much of it to meet the environmental dictates, said Zoe Lipman, advanced
transportation director from BlueGreen Alliance, a partnership between labor unions and
environmental advocates. At least 1,200 U.S. factories and engineering facilities in 48 states and
288,000 American workers are building parts and materials that boost fuel efficiency, according
to the group. “Unfortunately, stepping away from strong standards cuts billions of dollars in
investments in new technologies and the jobs that go with it,” she said.

The analysis by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration and the Environmental
Protection Agency that accompanied the proposed revamp found the auto industry would need
fewer work hours toc achieve the recommended standards. Under the plan, fleet wide fuel
efficiency requirements would stop getting tougher after 2020 rather than continue to grow each
year under the terms put in place by former President Barack Obama.

The study projected that the industry’s labor needs would rise through 2030 under both scenarios,
but more slowly under Trump’s. That translated to roughly 50,000 to 60,000 fewer “job-years” a
measure of labor need, to meet the lowered standards in each year from 2021 through 2030 than
under the Obama administration’s standards, roughly 4 percent of expected labor needs in those
years, according to the analysis.

Without higher fuel economy requirements, automakers and parts suppliers would spend less to
develop and manufacture newer technologies that improve fuel economy, translating to a
reduction in labor needs, the analysis said. Those declines outweigh additional labor needs
associated with higher sales spurred by lower vehicle prices that the agencies expect from the
change, the analysis found.
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The negative effects are likely understated, according to Susan Helper, a former chief economist
of the Commerce Department during the Obama administration who’s a professor at Case
Western Reserve University in Cleveland. Cars may be cheaper upfront for consumers, but they
will use more fuel and cost more to operate under the easier standards, eating intoc consumer
pocketbooks and hurting demand, she said. Longer term, walking away from higher fuel economy
standards puts the U.S. at risk of losing high-value engineering work to China and Europe, which
are marching ahead with tougher standards, she said.

“That’s really dangerous in terms of future competitiveness and making America great again,”
said Helper.

To be sure, NHTSA and the EPA make several assumptions, and cautioned that the labor
dynamics could play out differently. For example, sales could see larger gains than the analysis
projects, meaning job gains could be greater, it said. In the proposal, the agencies note that
changes in labor time may not directly translate to actual jobs.

The fewer job-years should not be construed as meaning up to 60,000 jobs will be lostin the U.S.
because the analysis measured labor need, not actual employment, and the jobs impacted could
be overseas, the Treasury Department said. It also believes that additional labor needs would
largely be fulfilled by overtime, meaning losing additional work hours may not lead to job cuts.

That still affects workers in question, said Erica Groshen, a former commissioner of the U.S.
Bureau of Labor Statistics and during Obama administration. “A decline in hours does equate to
a decline in earnings, either in the form of wages or in the form of a job,” said Groshen, who is
now a visiting senior scholar at Cornell University’s Industrial & Labor Relations School.

Auto parts suppliers provide much of the efficiency-improving technologies that modern
automobiles use to meet standards. Those companies would lose some $20 billion in sales of
efficiency technologies between 2021 and 2025 if fuel economy standards are frozen at 2020
levels, even under low fuel prices, according to a study commissioned by Ceres, a nonprofit that
works with large companies on sustainability issues.

Big Oil Cheers, Quietly, as Trump Moves to Ease Auto Standards

The Trump administration’s plan to relax fuel-economy and vehicle pollution standards could be
a boon to U.S. oil producers that have quietly lobbied for the measure. The proposal would
translate into an additional 500,000 barrels of U.S. oil demand a day by the early 2030s, about 2
percent to 3 percent of projected consumption, according to government calculations.

Oil industry leaders have been supporting the move behind the scenes and a handful of
companies disclosed lobbying on the issue this year, including Marathon Petroleum Corp., Koch
Companies Public Sector LLC, and the refiner Andeavor.

The industry’s chief argument, mirrored by administration officials, is the Obama-era standards
are a relic of a different time, when the U.S. was deeply reliant on foreign oil and gasoline to fuel
its vehicles. U.S. exports of crude oil and petroleum products have more than doubled since then,
and the U.S. is now on track to become the world’'s biggest oil producer, surging ahead of both
Saudi Arabia and Russia, according to government analysts.
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Itis now less important to conserve energy and to curb oil demand, given the dramatic rise in U.S.
crude production, the Trump administration said in its proposal. “The U.S. is currently producing
enough oil to satisfy nearly all of its energy needs and is projected to continue to do so, or become
a net energy exporter,” the administration wrote. “This has added new stable supply to the global
oil market and reduced the urgency of the U.S. to conserve energy.”

Representatives of the American Fuel & Petrochemical Manufacturers refining trade group and
member companies urged White House officials to ease the standards during a June meeting.
The refining industry trade group told White House officials that changes were needed to drive
down the cost of cars and to give consumers more choice over the vehicles they drive.

The group issued a statement praising the administration for offering a plan “that reflects market
realities, industry progress and consumer preferences.”

The extra oil that would be consumed as a result of the proposed changes could cost consumers
an additional $193 billion to $236 billion cumulatively between now and 2035, according to an
analysis by the Rhodium Group.

California Returns Fire at Trump’s Call to Rescind its Authority

As noted above, President Donald Trump has proposed gutting California’s unique ability to write
greenhouse gas emissions limits for cars and trucks. Now California is firing its own heavy artillery.
The state plans to force automakers to continue complying with Sacramento’s rules, even if Trump
weakens those set in Washington.

This decoupling, set forth in a regulatory filing, is California’s biggest salvo in the escalating fight
over Trump’s fuel-economy and tailpipe emissions plans. It could spark years of litigation and
create a patchwork of standards that vary from state to state. But Mary Nichols, head of
California’s Air Resources Board, said she had no choice. “In case someone might think that the
change in federal standards would make it easier to comply in California, it was very important for
us to make clear that this is not the case,” Nichols said in a press interview.

Since 2009, the most populous U.S. state has allowed automakers to satisfy its own greenhouse
gas requirements by fulfilling national mandates set by the Environmental Protection Agency.
California predicated this arrangement on the belief that Washington and Sacramento would
continue aligning their rules and neither side would opt for unilateral changes, according to the
filing.

But the state’s Air Resources Board plans to vote Sept. 27 on whether to cancel this so-called
deemed to comply provision. “California cannot accept radically less protective standards,
especially because extensive analysis” of rules now on the books “demonstrated the current
standards are entirely appropriate,” the state said in the filing.

The state, which described itself in the filing as “an independent co-regulator for the light-duty
vehicle industry,” locked in its tailpipe emissions rules through 2025 and is developing tougher
standards through 2030. A dozen other states, which together with California constitute about a
third of the U.S. vehicle market, have adopted tailpipe emissions roles that mirror Sacramento’s.
They would each likely take separate votes to follow the Sacramento’s decoupling, since most
have joined a California-led lawsuit to block Trump’s rollback.
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The EPA and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration proposed revoking California’s
authority to set rules more stringent than the federal government’s and to mandate electric-vehicle
sales.

Nichols said she is willing to negotiate but doesn’t hold out much hope. “Unfortunately, by putting
out these proposals, the administration has effectively precluded our ability to engage in a
conversation with them,” she said. “We can’t possibly, other than in a formal legal proceeding,
suggest alternatives they might like.”

To underscore her determination, Nichols said that if Trump succeeds in blocking California’s
tailpipe regulation, the state could use some of its other authorities—including limiting vehicle
registrations, fees, and taxes—to seek greenhouse gas reductions. The state also could crack
down on emissions from other sectors of the economy, including petroleum exiraction and
refining.

In a call with reporters, Trump officials acknowledged that the 1970 Clean Air Act gave California
unique authority to regulate ground-level ozone and other local pollutants that contribute to local
problems such as smog. But the state’s special authority does not extend, according to Bill
Wehrum, the EPA’s assistant administrator for the EPA Office Air and Radiation, to global
problems like climate change.

In a rebuttal, Nichols invoked what she called the “climate penalty,” that is, a decade’s worth of
evidence that higher temperatures due to climate change are making ozone harder to control in
specific locales like Los Angeles. “Small microclimates are affected differently by pollution and by
the buildup of greenhouses gases,” Nichols said. “But one thing we know for sure is that local
areas affected by increasing heat, and by forest fires on top of that, are going to experience very
bad air poliution.”

Canada To Review Auto Emissions Regulations as U.S. Moves to Water Them Down

Canada will review the joint vehicle emissions standards it has with the United States before it
decides what to do about the U.S.'s plan to weaken those standards in the coming years.
Environment Minister Catherine McKenna will unveil a discussion paper soon to kick start that
review, just days after the White House announced it is planning to cancel the required annual
increases in emissions standards after 2021.

Canada and the U.S. have been aligned on vehicle emissions for more than two decades. Unless
Canada scraps the existing regulations and writes its own, which could take at least two years,
Canada will automatically follow the American plan.

A spokeswoman for McKenna said the review was planned when the regulations were adopted,
not as a result of the Trump move. Canada will look at both environmental and economic impacts
in that review and complete it before any decisions are made on how to proceed.

Canadian automakers don't want Ottawa to make any final decisions on regulations here until it's
clear what will happen in the United States. "The reality is because we have always followed what
the U.S. has done it makes sense to see what comes out of the other end of the U.S. regulatory
review process," said David Adams, president of Global Automakers of Canada.

Light-duty gasoline vehicles accounted for about 11 per cent of Canada's entire greenhouse gas
footprint in 2016, the most recent year for which emissions data is available, an increase of about
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four per cent over the previous decade. Canada's aim to cut emissions to be at least 30 per cent
less than they were in 2005 by 2030 requires road transportation to play its part.

If Canada remains aligned with the U.S. on vehicle emissions and the U.S. does halt further
improvements after 2021, the International Council on Clean Transportation projected it will add
10 million tons to the annual emissions of cars and trucks by 2030, compared to where they would
be with the existing standards.

Nearly Half of Voters Oppose Trump's Vehicle Emissions Plan According to Poll

A large number of voters are opposed to the Trump administration's plan to weaken vehicle
emissions standards, a new poll found. Nearly half of voters polled, 49 percent, in the Politico—
Morning Consult survey said they were either strongly against or somewhat against the plan to
roll back the Obama-era national standards. In contrast, 15 percent of voters said they strongly
supported the plan, with a total of 32 percent polled supporting the idea.

When asked whether the economy, automakers or consumers would benefit or be hurt the most
by the administration's plan, there was no overwhelming consensus. Thirty-three percent of voters
said the environment would be "strongly hurt," the largest percentage.

The poll also found that the majority of voters believed the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) was lacking when it came to combatting climate change, with 46 percent saying the
agency's work was "not enough." In comparison 27 percent of voters polled said the EPA's efforts
were sufficient.

The poll, conducted from August 2 to August 6, surveyed a group of 1,994 registered voters and
had a margin of error of 2 percentage points.

NAS Grapples with Baseline for Vehicle GHG Study Due to Trump Rollback

A National Academy of Sciences (NAS) panel exploring technologies that could boost vehicle fuel
economy out to 2035 is grappling with how to set a “baseline” model year 2025 vehicle against
which to measure improvements, given Trump administration plans to sharply roll back Obama-
era standards out to that year.

The NAS panel, “Assessment of Technologies for Improving Fuel Economy of Light-Duty Vehicles
-- Phase 3,” began in May and held its first public meeting July 16. It is intended to inform future
fuel economy standards set by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and
is tasked “with looking out into the 2025 to 2035 time frame to provide updated estimates on the
potential cost, fuel economy improvements, and barriers to deployment of technologies.”

The panel will consider emerging technologies and their impacts on fuel consumption, shifts in
personal transportation and vehicle ownership models, and consumer behavior including
acceptance of new technologies. A report due in early 2022 will include recommendations of
technologies for NHTSA to consider in its rules. It will build on the findings of two prior reports,
issued in 2011 and 2015.

While the panel is designed to specifically inform NHTSA's fuel economy work, there is significant
overlap with EPA's light-duty vehicle greenhouse gas rules. The two agencies recently jointly
proposed a major rollback of Obama-era GHG and fuel economy standards through MY25. It
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seeks to freeze the limits at MY 20 stringency levels and also seek to block California and its allied
states from enforcing the current requirements.

EPA currently has final GHG standards through MY25, while NHTSA's statutory limits only
allowed it to issue preliminary fuel economy requirements for MY22-25. The two agencies broadly
seek to harmonize their rules.

In addition, California and a dozen other states say they plan to enforce their own GHG rules
through MY25 -- setting up a major clash between the Trump administration and states
representing a third of the auto market.

Because the stringency of the federal standards and the ocutcome of the administration's dispute
with states is unknown, the NAS panel has no idea what a MY 25 baseline vehicle will look like as
it begins studying technology developing in the following decade.

During the July 16 session, panel member David Greene of the University of Tennessee asked
Mike Hartrick, director of fuel economy and climate for the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers,
for “advice” on how the panel should determine the baseline vehicle.

Greene noted that Hartrick argued in his presentation that the panel should adopt a baseline using
the most recent data available, which is MY16. “But, in effect, our starting year is 2025. . .. Do you
have any recommendations on that point?”

Hartrick responded that he “had not really thought about having your starting point as 2025,” and
that when he was talking about a baseline he meant the panel should use more up-to-date
vehicles than it used in the prior reports. “I'm thinking, you know, we should probably not go back
to the 2008 or 2010 model year anymore,” he said.

Greene asked if automakers would have thoughts on the dilemma, and Hartrick said it would be
best to ask individual member companies. “As a trade association, we can't discuss future product
plans.” But member companies could discuss the issue in more detail at a private meeting, he
offered.

Also, at the meeting, Bill Charmley, an EPA transportation air office official, urged the panel to
take advantage of the agency's work on vehicles done out of its Ann Arbor, Ml, lab. He noted that
his staff briefed the prior two NAS panels conducting the earlier studies at least 20 times.

He also noted that compliance data for EPA's MY17 GHG standard should be publicly available
in the fall and that his staff if currently working with MY 16 data.

16. Facing Court Deadline, EPA Withdraws Glider Truck Enforcement Waiver
Faced with a looming court deadline to defend its actions, EPA has withdrawn its controversial
July 6 policy waiving enforcement of restrictions on the production of high-emitting glider truck
kits, acknowledging it is inconsistent with pre-existing EPA policy that restricts such no action
assurances to “extremely unusual’ circumstances.
“After consultation with the [EPA's air, enforcement and general counsel offices], and information

before me . . . | have concluded that the application of current regulations to the glider industry
does not represent the kind of extremely unusual circumstances that support the EPA's exercise
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of enforcement discretion,” acting EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler said in a memo posted late
on July 26 to EPA's enforcement website.

“Furthermore, the EPA will not offer any other no action assurance to any party with respect to
the currently applicable requirements for glider manufacturers and their suppliers.”

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit had stayed the policy in response
to separate petitions from environmental groups and states but the agency was slated to respond
to the court's actions in a filing due July 30.

The enforcement waiver, signed on former Administrator Scott Pruitt's final day in office, sought
to roll back production caps on glider trucks, which combine a new chassis with a used engine,
that do not meet modern emissions standards. Glider trucks.

Pruitt had struggled for over a year to roll back the production limits but the agency had not been
able to complete a final rule after the Office of Management and Budget required the agency to
conduct a regulatory impact analysis detailing the rollback's environmental and other impacts.

But some glider manufacturers, such as Fitzgerald, had warned that the regulatory uncertainty
was forcing them to begin laying off employees. As such, the enforcement waiver was intended
to buy time for the agency to complete what officials said was a new rule to formally extend the
deadlines for manufacturers to comply with the production limits, even as EPA's proposal to
withdraw production limits remains pending.

Wheeler acknowledged the legal hurdies the waiver has faced, noting in his memo that
information driving his decision includes “administrative and judicial petitions and motions filed
against the policy” as well as “application of agency guidance regarding no action assurances to
these particular facts.”

Despite the agency's difficulty in completing the pending rulemaking, Wheeler urged officials to
move “as expeditiously as possible on a regulatory revision regarding the requirements that apply
to the introduction of glider vehicles into commerce to the extent consistent with statutory
requirements and due consideration of air quality impacts.”

The timing of the action may also have been driven by potential political factors as Wheeler was
slated to testify before the Senate environment committee August 1.

In a statement, Sen. Tom Carper (D-DE), the committee's ranking Democrat, called Wheeler's
action a “step in the right direction” but noted that a regulatory plan to repeal the restrictions on
production of glider trucks that are “some of the dirtiest trucks on the roads” remains pending. “I'll
keep pushing to see that this misguided proposal is one that never gets finalized.”

17. Air Chief Defends EPA Career Staff and Tests on High-Emitting Glider Trucks
The EPA’s top air official is defending testing done by agency career staff that shows trucks with
rebuilt engines emit up to hundreds of times more air pollution than new trucks. The Environmental
Protection Agency’s vehicles lab in Ann Arbor, Mich., “follows rigorous procedures to ensure only

high-quality data is utilized by EPA,” agency air chief Bill Wehrum wrote in an August 21 letter to
House science committee Chairman Lamar Smith.
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Wehrum backed a November 20, 2017, report released by the EPA lab finding trucks using “glider
kits"—new truck chassis and cab assemblies built for used engines and transmissions—emitted
generally four to 40 times more nitrogen oxides and 50 to 450 times more particulate matter than
new model year 2014 and 2015 trucks. His defense is significant, given that critics of the Trump
EPA have used the study results as ammunition against its efforts to repeal Obama-era limits on
the equipment.

The EPA study has come under the scrutiny of Smith and several other House Republicans. They
alleged that EPA career staff worked with Volvo Group North America LLC on the report with the
intent to undercut the Trump administration’s repeal efforts—citing emails released to the
Environmental Defense Fund and Steve Milloy, founder of JunkScience.com and a former
member of President Donald Trump’s EPA transition team.

Volvo, as well as several other major truck makers such as Cummins Inc. and Daimler Trucks
North America, have been outspoken opponents of any repeal of the glider kit limits. They argue
that allowing glider vehicles to poliute the air with unregulated emissions undermines investments
they have made in cleaning up their fleets. Glider kits use old engines that do not have modemn
pollution controls installed.

Wehrum confirmed that Volvo provided two glider vehicles for the agency’s use, but he said EPA
staff conducted the testing independent of outside input. “In particular, they report that, while
Volvo did provide unsolicited views on the EPA test program, EPA staff directed and carried out
the test program independent of Volvo,” Wehrum wrote.

But even though Wehrum signed the letter, the air chief noted it was based on representations
that EPA career staff made to him, Milloy alleged. “The test they did was rigged, and they worked
with Volvo to do it at their request. Nothing changes,” he added. “| don’t think that letter is going
to have any impact on the Hill.”

The Pruitt EPA on November 16, 2017, proposed to eliminate emissions requirements for glider
vehicles, which were tucked into a broader 2016 Obama administration rule setting greenhouse
gas and fuel efficiency limits for heavy-duty trucks through 2027. But the repeal efforts have since
stalled.

After Pruitt’s exit in July, the agency attempted to give glider kit makers a temporary break from
the requirements using enforcement discretion. But EPA acting chief Andrew Wheeler reversed
course after a federal appeals court halted the enforcement relief, siding with environmental
challengers. (See story above.)

Wehrum, in his August 21 letter, also appears to defend the results of the EPA testing. “EPA’s
test results, as presented in the report, were largely consistent with the expected emissions
performance of highway diesel engines that were produced in the 1998-2002 timeframe,” Wehrum
wrote. Such engines would produce greater emissions of nitrogen oxide and particulate matter,
he added, “because such engines do not include modern emissions control technology that has
been widely used on heavy-duty engines in the past decade.”

18. California Drivers Could Face $25,000 Fines for Glider Trucks

Drivers with new truck chassis but old engines that violate California air pollution control standards
could face fines of at least $25,000.
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Trucks are considered glider vehicles when older engines, transmissions, and rear axles are
added to new truck chassis with frame, front axle, and cab. They are useful to the industry after
accidents when the engine and associated components are intact but other parts aren'’t.

“The problem arises when engines are salvaged from earlier model year vehicles,
remanufactured, and installed in the glider kit,” a California Senate analysis of the bill, which
passed August 20, said. “Despite the fact that these glider vehicles look like brand new trucks,
their earlier model year engines often do not comply with the state’s air pollution standards.”

The bill is being readied for Gov. Jerry Brown (D), who can sign or veto the measure. His office
declined to comment to Bloomberg Environment.

The California Air Resources Board estimates that one glider kit vehicle with an older engine puts
out the same emissions as 450 modern trucks.

Under state law, diesel trucks with engines that don’t meet 2010 heavy duty engine standards will
be illegal by 2020, said Stanley Young, communications director of the California Air Resources
Board. Those models typically don’t filter particulate matter or reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

“We don’t care what the chassis looks like,” Young told Bloomberg Environment August 21. “What
we care about is the engine in the truck.”

The board currently can levy fines of $1,000 and block registrations, but there are no specific
rules regarding glider vehicles, he said.

Authored by Assemblywoman Eloise Gomez Reyes (D) and Assemblyman Freddie Rodriguez
(D), the bill would prohibit the board from reducing the penalty below a minimum of $25,000.
Money collected would go into a state air pollution control fund.

The California Trucking Association, which supported the bill, couldn’t immediately be reached
for comment.

19. Trailer Makers Seek Action on Idled EPA Climate Rule Review

After nearly a year of hearing minimal details from the Environmental Protection Agency on its
reconsideration of Obama-era greenhouse gas limits on the equipment, the industry is turning to
a federal appeals court to get answers. The Truck Trailer Manufacturers Association, in a filing
August 6, asked the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit to force the EPA to
provide a detailed update on its progress and offer a deadline for when it will decide on trailer
requirements.

“The continuing uncertainty as to what the Agencies will do, with no end in sight, is untenable for
TTMA’s members. It is also unwarranted,” the trailer industry group wrote. The Truck Trailer
Manufacturers Association’s members include major U.S. trailer makers such as Wabash
National Corp., Great Dane, and Utility Trailer Manufacturing Co.

Former EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt announced August 17, 2017, that the agency intended to
revisit the first-time requirements for trailers—part of a larger 2016 regulation setting greenhouse
gas limits for trucks. But since then, the issue has remained largely dormant, as the EPA focused
on attempting to repeal another portion of the rule setting air pollution limits for trucks using glider
kits, which are new truck bodies allowing for the use of an old engine. (See story above.)
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The Truck Trailer Manufacturers Association fought the Obama-era limits in court, winning a
temporary pause of the requirements in October 2017. The D.C. Circuit placed that lawsuit on
hold, awaiting a decision from the EPA about its reconsideration.

But the industry group said it is past due for the EPA to decide on trailer requirements, which set
greenhouse gas and fuel efficiency limits for most new trailers. If the EPA doesn’t decide, either
by proposing a repeal or revision or dropping the reconsideration, within 90 days, then the trailer
group is threatening to ask the D.C. Circuit to restart litigation over the Obama-era rule.

Environmental groups such as the Environmental Defense Fund and the Union of Concerned
Scientists, which are defending the Obama-era limits in the lawsuit, say the trailer requirements
would deliver at least 10 percent of the regulation’s climate benefits. The EPA in 2016 estimated
the regulation, which set standards for trucks and trailers through model year 2027, would cut
carbon dioxide emissions by roughly 1.1 billion metric tons.

The EPA’s efforts to repeal the other portion of the truck rule, emissions limits for glider kits, has
hit several roadblocks, including a court order requiring the agency to implement the
requirements. EPA officials had tried to use enforcement discretion to allow glider kit makers a
temporary break from the limits, but environmental groups and several states challenged the
move.

The EPA plans to meet with the Truck Trailer Manufacturers Association to discuss its concerns,
the Justice Department said in an August 16 legal filing. No date has been set for the meeting.

Trailers don’t have engines, but their aerodynamics can impact the fuel efficiency—and
consequently the greenhouse gas emissions released—of the truck pulling the trailer. The trailer
industry has long argued, though, that the EPA lacks authority to regulate trailers because they
aren’'t “self-propelled” motor vehicles.

Despite offering a meeting with industry, the EPA is pushing back on trailer makers’ request. No
statutory deadline exists for the EPA to complete its review of the frailer requirements, which
makes it unnecessary for the agency to dictate a timeline, the Justice Department wrote. “The
motion to compel, in short, is a bid to obtain the Agencies’ internal timelines and deliberations
with the goal of rearranging their regulatory priorities to suit Petitioner's own interests,” the filing
added.

A meeting request didn’t quiet the trailer makers, however. In an August 17 filing, the industry
group reiterated its request for a detailed timeline from the agency. “Indeed, the Agencies’
contentions that they have been working on this for almost a year is puzzling,” the filing read. “At
issue here are straightforward questions concerning the interpretation of statutory definitions,
which have been thoroughly presented to the Agencies in seeking reconsideration.”

20. EPA Allows Use of Larger Amounts of Climate-Friendly Coolants
The EPA is allowing manufacturers to use larger amounts of climate-friendly chemicals in
household refrigerators and freezers—eliminating what industry has long identified as a barrier to

limiting potent greenhouse gas refrigerants.

The Environmental Protection Agency rule will allow household appliance manufacturers to use
more than double the amount of climate-friendly replacements for a common hydrofluorocarbon,
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or HFC, refrigerant. HFCs are greenhouse gases hundreds of times more potent than carbon
dioxide.

Household refrigeration makers, such as Whirlpool Corp. and Samsung Electronics America Inc.,
have long asked the EPA to increase the allowable amount of the chemicals, consistent with
safety standards updated in spring of 2017 by the standard-setting group Underwriters
Laboratories. Without the update, household appliance makers said they would struggle to meet
requirements set by a 2016 global deal to phase down HFCs.

That agreement, known as the Kigali Amendment, has broad support from the refrigeration and
chemical industries—which have ramped up lobbying in recent months to urge the White House
to back the deal. But the Trump administration, including top EPA officials, have thus far resisted
publicly supporting the Kigali agreement, which the Senate would have to ratify.

The new rule follows a direct final rule issued by the EPA last fall allowing the larger amount for
three climate-friendly HFC alternatives. The agency had to withdraw that action and undertake a
formal rulemaking process on the issue after it received comments outlining concerns about the
flammability of the chemicals.

The HFC alternatives, such as isobutane and propane, have a lower global warming potential,
but some are mildly flammable. The EPA, in response to those comments, acknowledged the
concerns but noted its analysis of the chemicals didn’t show a flammability risk greater than other
alternatives already available for use.

“Moreover, EPA is aware of the longstanding widespread use on a global basis of household
refrigerators and freezers using this charge limit,” the agency added.

21. Zero-Emissions Cars, Fueling Stations Expanding in California

California’s burgeoning market of hydrogen-powered cars and network of fueling stations is
maturing but needs more attention and funding, according to the state’s clean air agency.

More than 4,800 fuel-cell electric vehicles were registered in California as of May, and 36 retail
stations were open to the public with 28 more funded, according to a California Air Resources
Board report released July 31. An estimated 47,000 fuel-cell electric vehicles are expected to be
on the roads by 2024.

“This is clearly reflective of a commitment by California to pursue fuel-cell vehicles as an important
part of sustainable transportation and the climate policies of the state,” California Air Resources
Board member Daniel Sperling told reporters. “It includes not just cars, but larger vehicles.”

Fuel-cell electric vehicles are powered by hydrogen and emit water vapor and warm air. They
have about a 300-mile range, according to the Department of Energy.

California’s federal Clean Air Act waiver allows the state to regulate tailpipe emissions, including
setting zero-emissions rules. If the Trump administration seeks to change that, it could alter the

incentives for auto manufacturers to sell those type of cars. “It would definitely have an effect,”
Sperling said.
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Gov. Jerry Brown (D) signed an executive order in January setting a target of 200 hydrogen
stations by 2025. The California Fuel Cell Partnership ‘s goal is 1,000 stations to support 1 million
fuel-cell electric vehicles by 2030.

Manufacturers such as Toyota Motor Corp. and fuel suppliers such as Shell Oil Co. are committed
to growth, Sperling said. Shell has two hydrogen stations in Los Angeles and is working with
Toyota and the state to develop the refueling network even more, according to Shell’s website.

Sperling, who is founding director of the Institute of Transportation Studies at the University of
California, Davis, has driven a Toyota Mirai for more than two years. The only places he can'’t
travel with his fuel-cell electric car because of a lack of stations are Yosemite National Park and
far northern California.

“Consumers are probably the biggest question,” he said. “It's not really risen into the
consciousness of the marketplace. No one was marketing it aggressively, probably because there
are not many stations around,” he said.

22. Cummins To Recall 500,000 U.S. Trucks Over Faulty Emissions Part

Cummins Inc has agreed to recall about 500,000 medium- and heavy-duty trucks in the United
States to correct a faulty emissions control system in the engines it made for the trucks, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency has announced. The EPA said the Cummins recall of vehicles
produced between 2010 and 2015 was the largest ever voluntary recall of trucks due to emissions
problems. The catalytic reduction systems were found to be less durable than required and will
be replaced, it said.

A spokesman for Cummins said the recall was “in the best interests of our customer and the
environment.”

The recall is to replace a faulty emissions control systems component that causes excess nitrogen
oxides (NOx) emissions. The problem is the result of a defective part and was discovered during
emissions standards compliance tests by the California Air Resources Board, which said
Cummins “worked collaboratively” with the regulator on the recall.

The Cummins spokesman said the recall will be rolled out in two phases, starting with heavy-duty
trucks in August and medium-duty trucks next March.

A previous recall that is underway involves Cummins engines in around 232,000 Dodge Ram
2500 and 3500 pickup trucks made by Fiat Chrysler Automobiles NV.

The EPA said the problem does not involve illegal sofiware known as “defeat devices,” which
increase the effectiveness of emissions filters to mask pollution levels during tests.

23. US EPA Issues 2018 Air Quality Trends Report
Air Quality - National Summary
EPA creates air quality trends using measurements from monitors located across the country.

The table below show that air quality based on concenfrations of the common pollutants has
improved nationally since 1980.
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Percent Change in Air Quality

1980 Vs 1990 Vs 2000 Vs 2010 Vs

2017 2017 2017 2017
Carbon Monoxide -84 =77 -61 -13
Lead -89 -98 -84 -80
Pikbried Dioxide | g3 56 49 21
Z"%‘i%gj;’ Dioxide 60 50 35 14
Ozone (8-hour) -32 -22 =17 -5
PMio (24-hour) -34 -30 0
PM2 5 (annual) -4 -18
PM, 5 (24-hour) -40 -10
Sulfur Dioxide (1-hour) -80 -88 -79 -86

Emissions Trends

EPA estimates nationwide emissions of ambient air pollutants and the pollutants they are formed
from (their precursors). These estimates are based on actual monitored readings or engineering
calculations of the amounts and types of pollutants emitted by vehicles, factories, and other
sources. Emission estimates are based on many factors, including levels of industrial activity,
technological developments, fuel consumption, vehicle miles traveled, and other activities that
cause air pollution.

The table below shows that emissions of the common air pollutants and their precursors have
heen reduced substantially since 1980.
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Percent Change in Emissions

1980 s 1990 wvs | 2000 wvs | 2010 wvs
2017 2017 2017 2017
Carbon Monoxide -72 -85 -52 -19
Lead* -99 -80 -50 -23
Nitrogen Oxides (NOy) -61 -58 -52 -28
z!‘?gg;e Organic Compounds .54 40 19 8
Direct PMyg -81 -25 -22 -12
Direct PMz s -29 -37 -11
Sulfur Dioxide -89 -88 -83 -84

*As a result of the permanent phase-out of leaded gasoline, controls on emissions of lead
compounds through EPA’s air toxics program, and other national and state regulations, airborne
lead concentrations in the U.S. decreased 98 percent between 1980 and 2005. After 2005, the
EPA methodology for lead changed and is not comparable to the 2005 and earlier numbers. Since
2008, emissions have continued to decrease by 23 percent from 2008 to 2014. In the 2014 NEI,
the highest amounts of Pb emissions are from Piston Engine Aircrafts, and Ferrous and Non-
ferrous Metals industrial sources. The 2008 and 2014 estimates were used to approximate the
2010 to 2017 percent change.

Emissions of air pollutants continue to play an important role in a number of air quality issues. In
2017, about 79 million tons of pollution were emitted into the atmosphere in the United States.
These emissions mostly contribute to the formation of ozone and particles, the deposition of acids,
and visibility impairment.

Annual emissions estimates are used as one indicator of the effectiveness of EPA’s programs.
The graph below shows that between 1980 and 2017, gross domestic product increased 165
percent, vehicle miles traveled increased 110 percent, energy consumption increased 25 percent,
and U.S. population grew by 44 percent. During the same time period, total emissions of the six
principal air pollutants dropped by 67 percent. The graph also shows that between 1980 and
2016, CO, emissions increased by 12 percent.
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Comparison of Growth Areas and Emissions, 1980-2017

185E%

Note: CO2 emissions estimate through 2016 (Source: 2015 US Greenhouse Gas Inventory Report)

Despite great progress in air quality improvement, approximately 111 million people nationwide
lived in counties with pollution levels above the primary NAAQS in 2017.

Mumber of People Living in Counties with Air Quality Concentrations Above the

Une o mars A

Dzone (5-hourt

PRZ.S (annual andfor 24-hour)

PR 0 (2 d-haury

S02 {1-houny

Lead {3-month}

Q2 {(annual andior 1-haud

Lavel of the NAARGS in 2017

0.6

a.

110,984

In addition, from 1990 to
2014 emissions of air toxics
declined by 68 percent,
largely driven by federal
and state implementation of
stationary and  mobile
source regulations.

24. EPA To Reuvisit
Background Ozone
Question

The US Environmental
Protection Agency has
decided to complete new
background ozone
formation limits on schedule
in 2020 while revisiting
questions about naturally

occurring emissions threatening areas’ attainments and triggering penalties under the 2015
requirements. The National Association of Manufacturers was the strongest critic among US
business organizations of the agency’s August 2" decision. “EPA made a series of procedural

31

ED_002444_00005212-00031



and technical errors when it generated the 2015 rule, including, for instance, evaluating the
impacts of background ozone on attainment,” said NAM Vice-Pres. for Energy and Resources
Policy Ross Eisenberg.

“Reconsideration of the 2015 standard was probably the most direct way to correct the record.
These issues have not gone away, and now manufacturers must now grapple with them during
implementation of the 2015 ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standard,” Eisenberg said.

In its filing with the US Appeals Court for the District of Columbia, EPA said the Trump
administration “has been intensively considering and developing a new approach for its NAAQS
program since Apr. 11, 2017, in response to two high-level directives.

e The first was President Donald Trump’s Apr. 12 memorandum, directing then-EPA
Administrator E. Scott Pruitt to determine if the agency was fully complying with applicable
procedural, scientific, and technical review requirements pertaining to its periodic 5-year
NAAQS reviews. It specifically directed Pruitt to evaluate compliance with provisions
related to advice it received from its statutorily created NAAQS advisory panel, the Clean
Air Scientific Advisory Committee (CASAC). This included requirements that the
committee advise the administrator “regarding background concentrations and adverse
public health or other effects that may result from implementation of revised air quality
standards,” EPA’s filing said.

s The second was Pruitt’s follow-up memo on May 9 outlining a “back to basics” approach
emphasizing EPA’s commitment to completing the 5-year NAAQS reviews on time and
outlining specific steps it would take make the next ozone NAAQS review more efficient
(OGJ Online, May 10, 2018). One issue that the fling said required special attention was
“the relative contribution of natural and anthropogenic activity,” including additional
information on background concentrations of ozone and other pollutants. This memo
specified that EPA would solicit advice from CASAC during each NAAQS review on this
guestion and ask that the committee discuss relative proximity to background ozone
concentrations in its advice on any recommended NAAQS levels.

EPA initiated the 2020 ozone limits review on June 26 with a call for scientific and policy-relevant
information. It also issued a second call for information related to possible adverse effects from
various NAAQS attainment and maintenance strategies.

“As part of this review of the ozone NAAQS, consistent with the back-to-basics memo, EPA
intends to carefully consider, and solicit comment from CASAC and the public, on topics related
to background ozone, including assessments of the relative contribution of natural and
anthropogenic ozone to design values, which are used to determine whether areas are attaining
the NAAQS,” its court filing said.

“Moreover, EPA notes that it may reevaluate the extent to which the administrator can or should
consider levels of background ozone when choosing a standard,” it said. “Because the rationale
of the 2015 rule focused on the factual question of whether background ozone would interfere
with attainment of the 2015 NAAQS, EPA did not resolve the question of whether raising the
NAAQS to accommodate background ozone could be a permissible reading of the Clean Air
Act....
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“Thus, EPA anticipates revisiting both the question of when background concentrations interfere
with attainment of the NAAQS and the question of how to consider potential interference with
attainment in deciding whether or how to revise the NAAQS,” the agency’s filing said.

Eisenberg said when EPA sought input last year on how to best reform its regulatory process,
NAM asked it to take “whatever measures are available” to ease implementation of the 2015
ozone rule. The agency moved forward with several of the association’s recommendations, and
NAM’s members welcome that progress, he noted.

“There is considerably more to be done, however. We appreciate the agency’s decision to focus
on background ozone and other NAM concerns during an accelerated review of the 2020
standard, and we will continue to work with EPA and other stakeholders to ensure that these
issues are appropriately considered in the 2020 ozone review,” Eisenberg said.

Dan Byers, vice-president for policy at the US Chamber of Commerce’s Global Energy Institute,
said EPA’s approach was consistent with most of the administration’s signals during the past few
months. “lt was in a tough bind. It could have reopened the rule, which could have been a
headache. But when Administrator Pruitt said it would try to meet the 2020 deadlines, it decided
to let the 2015 rule stand and signal there would be a new process for 2020, including a possible
higher level than as a permissible reading of the act,” he told reporters. “Essentially, EPA has
been careful not to box itself in.”

25. U.S. Refiners to Benefit from Biggest Low-Sulfur Fuel Capacity, Jefferies Says

Exxon Mobil, Marathon Petroleum and Valero Energy are among the refiners that may stand to
gain the most from the coming tougher rules for the world’s shipping fleet, Jefferies analysts say.
The U.S. refining system has the biggest capacity to turn crude oil into low-sulfur fuels. Jefferies
says, with the U.S. yield of gasoline, jet fuel and middle distillate equaling 82% compared with
63% globally.

Beginning January 2020, vessels moving goods via the world’s shipping routes will be required
to burn fuel with less sulfur to help curb greenhouse gas emissions; the new rules are expected
to benefit oil refineries around the world, which produce and sell "clean fuels."

ASIA PACIFIC
26. Oil’s Rising Price Undercuts Clean-Air Push in Southeast Asia

Oil's rebound from the biggest price crash in a generation is sparking another revival: the use of
cheaper, dirtier fuel in Southeast Asia. Indonesia has sought to buy more lower-quality gasoline
so far this year than in the whole of 2017, while the Philippines is set to resume imports of higher-
sulfur diesel after two years with clean fuels. The nations are embracing such supplies once again
as crude’s price increase exacerbates economic pain and boosts inflation, threatening to
undermine efforts made during oil’'s lower cost period to curb pollution.

The shift in focus to lower-cost dirty fuels and away from the pursuit of cleaner air coincides with
political pressure in these countries to shield the public from rising prices. Emerging markets are
grappling with weaker domestic currencies and investors pulling out money, with everything from
higher U.S. interest rates to a stronger dollar and the American-Chinese trade war to contagion
from the crisis in Turkey posing a threat.
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“Both Indonesia and the Philippines are for the very first time facing the pressure of what it’s like
to have higher energy costs,” said Richard Gorry, a managing director at industry consultant JBC
Energy. “This is an interesting way of getting around it, by asking for lower-quality fuel, but that is
a two-edged sword because you have environmental fallout.”

Indonesian President Joko Widodo is reining in fuel prices to cap inflation in a bid to increase his
chances of a re-election next year. After a two-year freeze on prices of subsidized fuels, Southeast
Asia’s biggest gasoline buyer won'’t raise prices for 88-RON gasoline and diesel throughout the
year, the local press (Kompas) reported last month, citing Energy Minister Ignasius Jonan.

PT Pertamina, Indonesia’s state oil giant, has sought more than 84 million barrels of 88-RON
gasoline so far this year via tenders, versus about 62 million for the whole of 2017. By contrast,
tenders to buy 92-octane grade slid 45 percent.

In the Philippines, where inflation is at the highest in five years, the government this month told
its oil companies to supply Euro 2-compliant diesel to transport and industrial users, an about-
turn from the higher Eurc 4 standard used since 2016. While the Euro 2 fuel-—with 500 parts per
million of sulfur—is more polluting than Euro 4 that has 50 ppm, it's cheaper by about 25 to 30
centavos per liter, government data show.

The fuel downgrade means the country needs to buy the lower-quality grade from overseas as its
refineries only produce Euro 4 fuel, with no Euro 2 imports made since January 2016.

The country wants to offer a cheaper option to users such as jeepneys and buses to help shield
them from higher fuel costs, said Rino Abad, a director at the Department of Energy. Local diesel
prices climbed about 23 percent this year, government data show. Brent crude, the benchmark
for more than half the world’s oil, has risen about 11 percent this year, heading for a third yearly
advance.

The Philippine central bank this month vowed to take all policy actions to tame inflation. Every
one percentage point gain in global oil prices boosts the Philippine consumer price index by 0.03
percent, the bank estimates.

27. Xi’s Clean Energy Drive Paints Bluest Sky Over Beijing in Decade

Beijing residents have been breathing some of the cleanest air in a decade as they begin to reap
the benefits of China’s anti-smog push. Of the seven lowest monthly pollution readings in the
capital city since 2008, five have been recorded since the beginning of last summer, according to
data gathered by the U.S. Embassy in Beijing. That's when Chinese officials ramped up
enforcement of policies restricting coal burning in Beijing and surrounding areas. July poliution
levels averaged 44 micrograms of airborne particles per cubic meter, the seventh lowest since
recordings began in 2008.

The improved air quality underscores how rapidly China is attacking the smog problem that
created Beijing’s “airpocalypse” in 2013, when the tiny particles peaked at 35 times the World
Health Organization’s recommended limit. Since President Xi Jinping made fighting air pollution
one of the country’s main priorities, millions of northern businesses and families were forced to
switch from coal to cleaner-burning natural gas for industrial power and home heating.

The rest of the world is paying for Beijing’s cleaner air. China’s skyrocketing gas use has made it
the world’s top importer of the fuel and helped raise global liquefied natural gas prices last winter
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to the highest since 2014. Production cuts and capacity curbs to reduce pollution from steel mills
have helped rebar futures rebound to the highest price since 2013.

But there’s still a long way to go and the cost to shift the country’s energy mix to cleaner fuels is
rising.

China is seeking to lower the amount of energy it gets from coal to 58 percent by 2020 from about
60 percent now through substituting natural gas for home heating and industrial boilers and
nuclear reactors for coal power plants, Jefferies Group LLC analyst Laban Yu said in a research
note last month.

Retaliatory tariffs prompted by U.S. President Donald Trump may boost energy import costs.
Chinese policy makers have now taken aim at U.S. LNG imports, including them on a list of goods
that could be hit with a 25 percent duty, signaling Xi may be willing to suffer some pain to avoid
backing down from Trump’s escalating trade dispute.

Environmental Data Fraud Brings Jail Time in China Crackdown

A Chinese company was stripped of its responsibilities to operate and maintain 25 air quality
monitoring stations in China’s coal-belt province of Shanxi after an investigation revealed it had
covered up several instances of data fraud. In addition, the former head of the local environmental
protection bureau was sentenced to two years in prison, and 16 others were punished for
destroying air poliution data from monitoring systems.

China’s Ministry of Ecology & Environment is trying to snuff out data fraud and management
problems across the country through a three-year enforcement plan to be released in the next
few weeks.

The action against Shenzhen-listed Hebei Xianhe Environmental Protection Technology Co., Ltd.
stems from a series of investigations in the Shanxi city of Linfen during the past several months.
Local officials had tampered with six monitoring stations that Hebei Xianhe operated in Shanxi,
causing abnormalities that the company failed to report, according a statement from the China
National Environmental Monitoring Center, which announced the results of its investigation
August 15.

Hebei Xianhe will lose about 3.25 million yuan ($473,000) in revenue after its contract with Shanxi
province was severed, the company said in a statement about the case released to the Shenzhen
Stock Exchange on August 16.

The company, which operates monitoring systems in 88 cities and areas in China, said it's
reviewing its policies and implementing monthly trainings, conducting random checks on review
of data, periodically rotating staff responsible for monitoring systems, and centralizing automatic
monitoring systems to detect abnormalities.

Two employees of the company responsible for the monitoring systems in Shanxi, Cui Mou and
Zhang Mou, were sentenced to jail terms of eight months and six months, respectively.

A company executive blamed local government officials in Shanxi for the problem.
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“The two employees were very young and were bribed with a small amount of money,” Wang
Shaojun, secretary of the board at the company, told reporters. “We're putting in a system to
rotate people around so these things don’'t happen in the future.” He said the government
employees were given envelops of 1,000 and 2,000 yuan—about $145-3300.

In mid-July, Li Zhanshu, chairman of the Standing Committee of the National Peopie’s Congress,
the country’s legislative body, said there are “problems with false data and gaps in implementing
monitoring in many localities” across the country during a review of implementation of China’s air
pollution control laws.

Early in July, the environment ministry also detailed cases of data fraud, inaccuracy, and poor
management of automatic environmental monitoring systems at 44 companies in Gejiu, Yunnan
province, a major tin production area and home to many nonferrous metal smelting companies,
which they cited as representative of wider monitoring problems.

Cases of data fraud were discovered in several provinces since measures were released in April
strengthening requirements for automatic monitoring systems at companies that are covered by
the policy, the ministry said.

The environment ministry internally released a three-year action plan August 10 aimed at solving
problems with environmental monitoring, though the full plan has not been circulated to the public
yet.

A ministry official said in a statement posted to the ministry website that inspections of data and
monitoring systems for irregularities during the next three years will primarily focus on key air and
water pollution control areas in and around Beijing, in and around Shanghai, and in the Shanxi-
Shaanxi region, with industries such as papermaking, coal-fired power, steel, chemicals, and
wastewater treatment facilities in the cross-hairs.

The official said inspections related to the three-year plan have already started.
29. More Local Leaders Ousted in China’s Pollution Crackdown

China’s pressure against local government leaders who look the other way when companies
violate pollution laws has continued with the removal of three officials in connection with an
environmental enforcement action against a veterinary drug maker. The local officials, including
the deputy mayor of Yinchuan, the capital of the western autonomous region of Ningxia, were
removed from their positions after one of China’s top veterinary medicine producers resumed
operations even though central government inspectors in June ordered it to shut down.

Tairui Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd., the world’s leading manufacturer of veterinary antibiotics tylosin
and tiamulin, restarted operations sometime after June 22. Reports said local officials allowed
production to resume. The company was shut down again August 18.

China’s President Xi Jinping has made fighting air pollution a priority, demonstrated in part
through a strengthened Ministry of Ecology and Environment that can use newly granted powers
to damage careers of local officials and inspect companies at will for compliance with
environmental rules. Local government officials who oversee permitting and environmental
enforcement may face reprimands including demotions, firings, and possible criminal charges for
dereliction of duty.
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The initial inspections and resulting shutdown at Tairui ‘s main production facilities came after
local residents complained of a strong smell coming from the fermentation devices, China
Environment News, a news agency directly tied to the Ministry of Ecology and Environment,
reported August 20.

Inspectors said the Shanghai-listed company had not operated properly or kept full records of
running equipment meant to reduce emissions and that airborne emissions of sulfur dioxide,
nitrogen oxide, and dust were excessive, state-run China News initially reported on June 8.

Locals reportedly had complained about the smell of the facility for at least 15 years.

Besides the deputy mayor, the secretary of the Yongning County (Communist) Party Committee
and the county magistrate also were removed.

Tairui said it had dealt with the excessive emissions since the June shutdown, adding that it had
put into place a plan to relocate the facility over a three-year period, according to several
statements on its website between June and August. The company also said it had worked fo
conform with environmental requirements for over two decades, spent more than 300 million yuan
($44 million) on environmental and technological upgrades since 2016.

Statements from the company called the news media reports “ugly and false” and pinned the
blame for the shutdown on “malicious attacks” from competitor companies without specifically
naming them. Representatives from the administrative department of Tairui refused several
requests from the press to comment, referring to the statements on its website and then abruptly
hanging up.

30. China Ministry Empowered to Crack Down on Polluters, Regulators

Shaanxi Huangling Coal Chemical Co., Ltd., in China’s Shaanxi province, had to halt production
and pay a fine to address water pollution problems it had ignored after a crackdown by central
government inspectors who have strengthened enforcement powers. The crackdown also cost
five company leaders their jobs while 27 local officials and environmental bureau staff are under
investigation. They could face further punishment for turning a blind eye to the problems that were
known since 2016, according to state-run television broadcaster CCTV.

The action is an example of the newfound powers granted to China’s upgraded Ministry of Ecology
and Environment. The ability to damage careers of local officials and inspect companies at will
has given the ministry sharper teeth to enforce environmental regulations since plans to
reorganize it were announced in March.

A more powerful environmental ministry could make local officials more cautious in approving
potential polluting projects and in enforcing laws against existing companies as they face
reprimands including demotions, firings, and possible criminal charges for dereliction of duty.

At the forefront is the Central Ecology and Environmental Protection Inspection Office created to
launch and coordinate Beijing-led inspections across the country. The office can punish local

officials who fail to uphold environmental laws and regulations, the official news agency China
News reported on August 13.
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Shaanxi Huangling Coal Chemical had been inspected eight times since 2016 by local officials
who did not stop illegal wastewater and waste gas discharge violations. In all, 40 people are said
to be under investigation due to the violations there.

“The teeth [of enforcement] lie really in the inspection campaigns that the environment ministry is
conducting on an ongoing basis,” Li Shuo, senior climate and energy campaigner at Greenpeace
East Asia, told the press. Results of central government-led inspections are now being released
on a nearly daily basis. “Previous campaigns tended to be one-off [inspections], but now they are
regular and year round,” Li said. “The ministry is now also supported with resources to conduct
these campaigns and has the [staff] to actually have boots on the ground.”

On August 16, the ministry provided a roundup of 38 violations inspectors discovered in the region
around Beijing, including companies illegally operating coal-fired boilers, air pollution from an
open pit mining operation, firms that had not addressed previous viclations for volatile organic
compound emissions, and large numbers of construction and industrial facilities that had failed to
control dust emissions.

The reorganization, which has been internally circulated but not officially released, would expand
the number of departments within the ministry from 17 to 21. The ministry will be taking on
environmental enforcement responsibilities from several other government bodies, including
those overseeing agriculture, climate, water, and the oceans. The reorganization was announced
at the annual National People’s Congress meetings in Beijing in March.

31. China Includes More Cities in Air Pollution Rankings to Pressure Local Officials

China extended monthly air quality rankings to 169 cities from 74, including in the high-pollution
region of Shanxi-Shaanxi in the country’s northwest, adding pressure on local authorities as it
intensifies its campaign against air pollution.

Cities in the Fenwei plains area of Shanxi, Shaanxi and Henan provinces, the Sichuan-Chongging
region and middie reaches of the Yangtze River were added to the previous rankings, which had
focused mainly on 28 northern cities and provincial capitals known for their smog-filled skies.

“By including more cities in the ranking, it will strengthen public supervision on air pollution and
urge local governments to adopt effective measures to improve air quality,” said the Ministry of
Ecology and Environment (MEE) in a statement.

The country recently expanded its anti-pollution fight to 82 cities across China in a long-awaited
2018-2020 pollution action plan. The ranking system is part of an effort included in the anti-
pollution action plan to pass pollution-control pressure over to local governments.

The MEE also said as part of the ranking that every month it will publish the 20 cities with the best
air quality and the 20 cities with the worst pollution across the country.

Tangshan, the top steelmaking city in Hebei province, was named as the worst place for air quality
in the new list of 169 cities in June, according to the MEE. Coal-producing hub Linfen performed

worst for the first half of the year. In response, Tangshan started six weeks of production curbs at
steel mills, coke producers and coal-fired power plants to deepen reductions in toxic emissions.
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Capital Beijing also appeared as one of the 20 worst offenders for air pollution in June, with its
concentration of small particulate matter (PM2.5) jumping 14.3 percent from a year ago. This is
the second month in a row for Beijing to be found as one of the nation’s most polluted cities.

Average PM2.5 concentrations in 338 prefecture-level cities that are closely monitored by the
central government were at 44 microgram per cubic meter in January-June this year, down 8.3
percent from same period last year but still above the national target of 35 micrograms per cubic
meter.

30-day traitling O3 levels in China by year 32 China Has A New
Air-Pollution Crisis in
Ozone

National
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- 2914 down below, breathing it
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""""""""""" 25 lead to respiratory
diseases.

BRAL ¥ China is finding this out the
hard way. An analysis of
government data by
Unearthed, a Greenpeace-
funded news publication,
found that Beijing and its
neighboring city Tianjin are
suffering from  record
Jan Apr Jud et ian levels of ozone (O3)

Though China has made
impressive strides in cutting sulfur oxides (SOx) and particulate-matter pollution (PM 2.5), other
pollutants remain. Ozone is created when nitrogen oxides (NOx) react with volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) in the presence of sunlight. Hotter temperatures increase the rate of ozone
production. Both NOx and VOCs are mainly the result of burning fossil fuels in industry, transport,
and power plants.

Each year ozone pollution is estimated to cause 70,000 premature deaths in China, according to
the Global Burden of Disease study. The country doesn’t yet have regulatory limits on ozone
pollution, but one may be in the works, according to Unearthed.

33. China Cuts Taxes on New Electric Vehicles to Spark Demand

China eliminated taxes on domestically produced electric vehicles and cut taxes in half on some
small-engine vehicles in a move that is expected to encourage demand of relatively clean cars.

Other recent government measures aimed at supporting China’s electric-vehicle industry include
phasing in a new carbon tax through 2019, requiring automakers to produce a certain percentage
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of e-vehicles, and announcing an e-vehicle battery recycling program across 17 cities and
regions.

China’s electric-vehicle sales have been strong for some time and are expected to remain so this
year, according to a report by the state-run Xinhua news agency. Sales of the vehicles increased
111.5 percent year-on-year to 412,000 units in the first six months of this year, while production
rose 94.9 percent to 413,000 units, according to the China Association of Automobile
Manufacturers.

The government expects annual new electric-vehicle output to hit 2 million in 2020, and for their
sales to make up 20 percent of the overall auto market by 2025.

China also seeks to spur demand on small-engine vehicles by halving taxes on some of them,
the Ministry of Industry and information Technology announced July 31. These are lower-power
engines that burn less gas and emit less carbon and nitrogen oxides.

Four percent of sales last year were for foreign-brand electric vehicles, with Tesla far outselling
other brands, according to research by electric vehicle consultant and database EV Volumes.

Foreign brands, which don’t compete on price with domestic electric vehicles, are unlikely to feel
a direct impact from the new tax break, but a larger market could lead {o increased sales as new
models are launched next year, according to auto market analysts.

34. Electric Cars Critical to China’s Future Car Industry Leadership

Around the globe, automakers and governments are making big plans for electric vehicles, lining
up billions of dollars for the investments needed to replace the world’s carbon-burning cars and
trucks. But there’s one place that stands out for the number of EVs actually hitting the road: China,
where the government has put its might behind establishing the country as a leader in this
revolution. The result might not only be cleaner air, but a reshaped global auto industry.

Sales of new energy vehicles (NEVs), including plug-in hybrids, rose by about half in 2017, while
electric-only sales roughly doubled. And for the first time, electric-only global car sales exceeded
1 million; China accounted for more than half and is targeting sales of 7 million by 2025. Local
brands include Geely and BYD. Startup NIO is positioning itself as a top-end challenger to Tesla.

It's a key part of China’s plans to cut the air pollution that chokes many of its cities, and to meet
the carbon reductions it pledged as part of the 2015 Paris accord to tackle climate change. China’s
leaders also aim to reduce the country’s heavy dependence on imported oil, which they view as
a strategic vulnerability. A government plan released last year envisages NEVs making up all the
future sales growth in China.

For automakers, there are tougher vehicle emission rules and quotas for producing zero- or low-
emission cars from 2019. For consumers, there’s been a 10 percent tax rebate as well as
subsidies from provincial governments. (Combined, they cut $11,000, or one third, off the price of
a new BYD e5 sedan.) China spent about $1 billion on subsidies in 2017, but it's preparing to
eliminate them by 2020.

Automakers outside China also all have plans for non-gasoline cars. Volkswagen AG intends to
spend 70 billion euros ($81 billion), most of which is the cost of batteries, to offer electric versions
of all its models by 2030. General Motors Co. plans 20 all-electric models by 2023. Volvo Cars
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will begin phasing out automobiles that run just on fossil fuels in 2019. Tesla delivered the first of
its mid-market Model 3 sedans in mid-2017, although it's struggled to meet production goals.

In terms of barriers to acceptance, the limited range of EVs may be the most important factor.
However, the technology is improving. The extended range version of the Model 3 offers 310
miles (500 kilometers) between charges. That's not much less than many gas-powered cars,
though charging a vehicle to go just over half that range takes about 30 minutes using Tesla’s
most powerful charger. As for expense, Bloomberg New Energy Finance estimates that EVs
should rival their gas competitors on cost by 2025.

Thanks to its sheer size and accumulating wealth, China looks certain to be the world’s 21st
century automotive hub. (Vehicle sales there outstripped the U.S. by 68 percent in 2017.) The
question is whether its companies will dominate in the way that Detroit’s Big 3 did for much of the
last century. China may have more success than it did developing gasoline cars since the EV
industry’s youthfulness presents more of an even playing field. And South Korean manufacturers
have shown how it's possible to shake up car markets with high-quality, well-priced products.

35. China's New Emission Control Areas Rule to Have Little Impact on LSFO Demand

The expansion of emission control area or ECA rules to China's entire coastline from 2019 is
expected o have little impact on low sulfur bunker fuel demand, given the limited area to which it
applies and the ability of ships to switch to marine diesel to meet the new regulation, industry
sources said recently.

China's Ministry of Transport this month announced changes to the country's existing marine fuel
regulations. The announcement includes the implementation of the 0.5% sulfur content limit to be
applied to vessels sailing within 12 nautical miles of the coast, in addition to just berthing.

China's bunker fuel demand currently exceeds 650,000 b/d, and is mainly fuel oil and marine
diesel, according to a Wood Mackenzie report. Nearly two-thirds of it is used in inland waterways
and the remainder in the coastal areas, the report said.

Vessels can switch to 0.5% sulfur marine gasoil from high sulfur fuel oil when they are in restricted
waters, and the consumption volume will be limited, China-based bunker traders said. So, the
additional cost will be small, they added.

"As an alternative, the crew can stop the ship's engine and berth the vessel with the aid of
tugboats," a source said.

Bunkering demand from domestic vessels will be harder hit relative to ocean-going ones, sources
said. "Ocean-going vessels usually come from overseas, and navigate in ECA for a short time,
using less marine gasoil. Whereas domestic vessels will navigate in the ECA for a much longer
time, and use much LSFO," a Shanghai-based bunker supplier said.

China's latest move to expand its ECA means that bunker fuel costs could rise but the differential
won't be all that much, a shipowner said. "The [2019] regulation applies to only 12 nautical miles
to the sea. This is not much," another shipowner said.

China is also considering implementing other rules, including a tightening of the sulfur
specification to cap it at 0.1% sulfur from 2020, and that too with a wider coverage of up to 200
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nautical miles from the coast. "There is a 0.1% sulfur limit which is pending, authorities should
announce before the year end," a Zhoushan-based trader said.

Meanwhile, shipowners are also expecting little or no impact from the new ECA rule, given that
they have adequate preparation time to comply with the limited scope of the change, shipping
sources said.

China's new regulations kick off at a time when poliution from shipping, particularly sulfur
emissions, has become a global concern. Many of the country's initiatives to curb pollutants from
shipping come as part of China's 'blue sky defense' action plan and ahead of the International
Maritime Organization's global sulfur limit rule for marine fuels.

The IMO rule will cap sulfur in marine fuels at 0.5% worldwide from January 1, 2020, from 3.5%
currently. This applies outside the designated emission control areas where the limit is already
0.1%.

36. Chinese Vehicle Imports Tumble 87% Ahead of Tariff Changes

Chinese vehicle imports declined 87 percent in June from a year earlier to 15,000 vehicles as
automakers delayed shipments before tariff cuts on foreign-made vehicles took effect last month,
according to an industry association.

The data from the China Automobile Dealers Association, which was recently reported by local
media, also showed that overall sales of imported vehicles during the first half of 2018 fell 22
percent year on year to 451,971 vehicles.

In May, China said it would steeply cut import tariffs for foreign-made automobiles and car parts
to 15 percent from 25 percent starting July 1. Butin July, China raised tariffs on vehicles imported
from the United States to 40 percent amid rising trade tensions with Washington.

China imported 1.25 million vehicles last year, according to data from the China Association of
Automobile Manufacturers. The tariff cuts announced in May prompted many automakers such
as Japan's Toyota Motor Corp. to say at the time that they would look at adjusting their retail
prices in China to provide competitive offers to customers.

But companies affected by the higher duties on vehicles imported from the U.S. such as BMW
Group and Ford Motor Co. later decided to take a profitability hit rather than raises prices fully on
U.S.-produced crossovers and SUVs.

37. Hong Kong Gov’t to Miss Air Pollution Targets, Says Green Group
Government plans to curb roadside pollution will likely miss the 2020 targets, environmental group
Clean Air Network (CAN) said in a recent study. “The air quality in Hong Kong, especially roadside
pollution, remains an untamed challenge for public health in the half year of 2018,” they said.

“Such [a] condition reflects the unsatisfactory performance of Carrie Lam’s administration... in air
pollution control policies ranging from end-of-pipe control to alleviating traffic congestion...”
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Hong Kong haze comparison File photo: Wikicommons.

The government announced a Clean Air Plan in 2013 that aimed to reduce roadside pollution by
40 per cent by 2020. Its schemes included an HK$11.4 billion scheme to reduce commercial
vehicle emissions by 2019 and a HK$300 million fund to support green public transport.

But the green group said that a more long-term plan was needed for the city to transition to zero
emissions vehicles.

A representative of CAN told HKFP: “The Clean Air Plan to phase out old diesel vehicles is good,
but at the same time this is just the tip of the iceberg — there needs to be a progressive, long-term
solution to promote the zero-emission of commercial vehicles.”

Nitrogen dioxide
(NO2) concentration
in Hong Kong, in the
first six months of
2016-2018. Photo:
Clean Air Network.

Concentration{pg/m®

The group collected
data on air poliution
from three roadside
points — Mong Kok,
Central and
Causeway Bay — for
the first six months
of this year and compared it with that of the previous two years. It registered a reduction in
Nitrogen dioxide (NO2), PM2.5 and PM10. But the fall was not enough to meet future targets.
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CAN also said that the current air pollution levels breach the World Health Organization’s Air
Quality Guidelines and said that the projected 2020 NO2 and PM10 levels will surpass the
guidelines by 77 per cent and 59 per cent respectively.

In response, the Environmental Protection Department told HKFP: “Although the level of nitrogen
dioxide at the roadside has declined in recent years, it is still at a high level. With the retirement
of more [diesel] commercial vehicles, we believe that roadside nitrogen dioxide pollution will
continue to improve.”

38. Improving Air Quality Couid Prevent Thousands of Deaths in india

More than 6.1 million people worldwide die each year as a result of exposure to air pollution,
which increases the risk of cardiovascular disease, lung disease, and cancer. In India, which
contains many of the world’s most polluted cities, the annual death toll from air pollution exceeds
1.6 million. Now, a new study shows how implementing stricter emissions standards in India could
save hundreds of thousands of lives each year.

One of the most dangerous components of air pollution is fine particulate matter (PM2.5),
nanoscopic particles and droplets produced by burning fuels, which travel deep into the lungs and
bloodstream and damage the lungs and heart. On average, Indian citizens are exposed to PM2.5
concentrations between 15 and 32 times the air quality guidelines set forth by the World Health
Organization, and scientists project that India’s PM2.5 levels will double by 2050 relative to 2015.
In New Delhi, one of the world’s most polluted megacities, PM2.5 concentrations have reached
more than 1,200 micrograms per cubic meter, 48 times the guideline established by the World
Health Organization.

The Indian government has policies in place to reduce the rapid rise of pollution, such as curbing
emissions from buses and trucks and expanding the household use of liquified petroleum gas to
replace solid fuels. In their new study?, Conibear et al. decided to compare India’s existing and
planned policies to a more aggressive plan {o reduce emissions. The team used a high-resolution
computer model to estimate the pollution levels people breathe at ground level throughout India
and test how different emissions policies would affect their exposure and health.

Under India’s existing and planned policies, dubbed the New Policy Scenario, the rate of growth
in Indian citizens’ exposure to pollution decreased by 9%, the team found. Compared to the
present day, that plan of action will avert about 61,000 premature deaths in 2040, they calculated.
A more aggressive plan, called the Clean Air Scenario, would decrease the rate of growth in air
pollution by about 65% and avert around 610,000 deaths, they found.

Even with zero emissions growth, India’s rapidly growing and aging population means that the
rates of disease and premature mortality caused by air pollution will increase by 75% from 2015
to 2040. Despite that grim statistic, the team argues, hundreds of thousands of deaths could be
avoided through tighter emissions standards—like cleaner iron and steel manufacturing—and
universal access to clean household energy.

2 “Stringent Emission Control Policies Can Provide Large Improvements in Air Quality and Public Health in India”, Luke
Conibear, Edward W. Butt, Christoph Knote, Stephen R. Arnold, Dominick V. Spracklen.
hilps fdolorg/10.1028/2018GHO00138
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39. Pune Environment Status Report 2017-2018: Automobile Air Pollution Big
Chalienge

The continued expansion of Pune city, coupled with rising population and the consequent
pressure on the civic administration to provide basic infrastructure and services to the growing
population, is taking a toll on the environment, the Pune municipal corporation’s (PMC)
environment status report 2017-18 has revealed.

Taking cognizance of the observations made in the PMC general body meeting, the report has
noted that solid waste management has emerged as the biggest environmental challenge before
the city.

The report has noted that air pollution, as a result of the growing vehicular population, has been
the leading cause for the increase in respiratory ailments among residents. It has also led to
greater noise pollution due to residents’ habit of incessantly honking on the roads, the ESR stated.

The ESR has emphasized the importance of trees and urban greenery to arrest pollution and
PMC’s commitment to initiatives such as promotion of non-conventional energy and solar power.
The promotion of public transport, non-poliuting CNG (compressed natural gas), metro rail, cycle
tracks, vertical garden, steps to collect e-waste, and establishment of sewage treatment plants to
arrest river pollution, have been highlighted among the steps being taken by PMC to achieve
sustainable development.

Hadapsar and Lohegaon are the areas worst affected by air pollution. Sulfur compounds, nitrogen
compounds and nitrogen dioxide are found above permissible limits in the two areas. Gufran Baig,
project director of Safar (system of air quality and weather forecasting and research), said, “The
air quality index of Hadapsar is the worst when compared to other areas in the city. Lohegaon is
second worst-affected area. Vehicular pollution has been one of the major reasons for the poor
air quality. Also, the increased air traffic has resulted in deteriorating air quality index in
Lohegaon.”

40. Toyota Claims Australian Fuel Quality Standards Are Blocking Super-Efficient Cars

Toyota has slammed the proposed rollout of strict new vehicle emissions regulations across
Australia, saying it's not possible to deliver world-class fuel economy on cheap poor-quality fuel.
The Federal Government is yet to announce a deadline or which vehicle emissions standards
Australia will adopt, but it is in the middle of reviewing the regulations.

Australia has the fifth cheapest unleaded petrol in the world due to comparatively lower taxes but
the fuel is of a poorer quality, ranking 66th out of the Top 100 countries — and the lowest in the
35 OECD countries — according to a 2016 report.

“Put simply, we can’t achieve first-world emissions without our first-world quality fuel,” Toyota
Australia sales and marketing chief Sean Hanley told media in Brisbane. “Toyota’s view is that
Australia must harmonize its standards for emissions with leading overseas markets. That will
require us to do the same with fuel standards — namely, high-octane, low-sulfur fuel.”

World's best practice for fuel is a maximum of 10 parts per million of sulfur;, Australian regulations
allow fuel to contain up to 150 parts per million of sulfur. The petroleum industry says it can deliver
higher quality fuel but prices would go up at the fuel dispensing pump.
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The car industry says super-efficient hi-tech engines of the future won’t be able to run on
Australia’s high-sulfur fuel, and instead would force motorists into dearer 85 and 98 octane
premium unleaded.

Toyota is also urging the Federal Government to create separate emissions regulations for
passenger cars versus utility vehicles, vans and SUVs. It would be next to impossible for heavy,
thirsty vehicles such as Utes and 4WDs — that Australians favor — to meet stricter emissions
standards.

“Any (emissions) targets should distinguish between passenger cars and light-commercial
vehicles, with off-road passenger SUVs included with light-commercials,” said Mr Hanley. “That’s
how they do it in the US and Canada.”

The Toyota executive said some media reports have suggested “mandated targets will kill off, for
example, the rugged diesel-powered vehicles for which Toyota is renowned”. “Let me assure you:
that will not happen,” said Mr Hanley. “Our plans — as far out as we can see — include continued
strong demand and sales of vehicles such as HiLux and Land Cruiser.”

In the meantime, Mr Hanley said, Toyota is not waiting for emissions laws to be enacted. “We
recognize that all car-makers must reduce emissions and the overall environmental impact of their
vehicles,” he said, adding that Toyota would double the number of hybrid vehicles on sale in
Australia from 5 to 10 over the next 30 months.

“We have a responsibility as the industry leader to take a stand — and we’re doing that with a
hybrid model offensive,” said Mr Hanley.

41. Climate Policies Help Claim Ancther Australian Leader

Climate and energy issues have once again figured into a change at the top of Australia’s
government, as a politician who famously goaded his foes by bringing a lump of coal into
Parliament was sworn in as the country’s new prime minister on August 24™. Scott Morrison
became prime minister after the Liberal Party, which governs in a coalition with the National Party,
appointed him as party leader to replace Malcolm Turnbull.

Disagreements within the Liberal and National Party coalition over a National Energy Guarantee,
which was advocated by Turnbull to curb greenhouse gas emissions from power plants and
ensure a reliable electricity supply, was a key factor in his demise, even though Turnbull froze the
policy this week.

The dramatic change in Australia’s leadership created uncertainty about the country’s climate and
energy policy. While the economy and immigration issues played a big role in the leadership
change, Turnbull joins a succession of leaders tripped up at least in part by the country’s politics
around energy and climate change.

Morrison becomes Australia’s sixth leader in a little over a decade.

Australia is one of the world’s most resource-rich nations, with massive coal and natural gas

reserves used to light up cities across Asia. At home, though, energy has become something of
a curse for politicians, particularly as electricity prices have soared in the so-called land of plenty.

46

ED_002444_00005212-00046



Some elements within the Liberal Party were hostile to Turnbull’s energy plan, which sought to
address climate and energy issues in part by using natural gas to bridge the gap left by the
shutdown of decaying coal-fired stations, and the gradual shift to solar and wind energy.
Environmentalists considered its emission-reduction targets too weak, while right-wing Liberal
Party politicians said the policy was too onerous on industry.

Morrison ducked a question on the fate of the energy plan in his first media conference after being
appointed Liberal Party leader, saying it was one of the “matters of detail” that he would deal with
in consultation with colleagues. He hasn’'t announced a plan to address climate and energy, and
his views are somewhat murky.

Despite his February 2017 parliamentary antics in support of Australia’s traditional power source,
in which he told fellow politicians — “This is coal. Do not be afraid. Do not be scared. it will not
hurt you. Those opposite have an ideological, pathological fear of coal>—Morrison has never
denied the science of climate change.

Climate policy has proved a treacherous issue for prime ministers and party leaders in Australia.

e In 2010, public support for Labor Prime Minister Kevin Rudd plummeted after he

abandoned efforts to introduce an emissions trading program known as the “Carbon
Pollution Reduction Scheme.”

¢ He was consequently deposed as prime minister by fellow Labor politician Julia Gillard,
who in 2012 introduced a carbon pricing plan that was intended to transition to emissions
trading. But Gillard struggled to justify and explain the carbon price to the public.

e She was replaced as prime minister by Rudd in 2013.

e Rudd led the party to defeat in the 2013 federal election, with then-Liberal Party leader
and climate change-skeptic Tony Abbott becoming prime minister after an anti-carbon-tax
campaign.

¢ Abbott’s government abandoned the carbon pricing scheme. He was replaced by Turnbull
in 2015.

42. Fuel-Cell Booster: Toyota Looks to Introduce Mirai

Fuel-cell vehicles, still in their infancy across the world due to lack of fuel stations and expensive
technology, are seen to hold an edge over electric vehicles as they not only deliver substantially
higher running range but also faster fueling. Toyota will study the introduction of the Mirai fuel-cell
car in India, while homegrown Tata Motors and Korean Hyundai could be other manufacturers
that may bet on zero-emission technology, following the GST Council’s decision to slash duty on
hydrogen-powered vehicles.

Fuel-cell booster: Toyota looks to introduce Mirai Fuel-cell vehicles, which are still in their infancy
across the world due to lack of fuel stations and expensive technology but are seen to hold an
edge over electric vehicles as they not only deliver substantially higher running range but also
faster fueling.

It may take around five minutes to tank up a fuel-cell car with hydrogen. Compare this to electric
cars that need to be charged for a few hours to achieve full range.

And the range of a fuel-cell vehicle — which emits only water vapor — is strong. For example,
Hyundai’s Nexo — which the company had recently showcased to PM Narendra Modi — has a
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range of nearly 600km after a single re-fueling. Electric cars can run around 150km after a single
charge.

Toyota Kiroskar Motors deputy MD N Raja told the press, “lt is encouraging to see the government
considering technology-agnostic solutions when it comes to controlling vehicular emissions.
Looking at fuel cell technology, it will definitely be considered now. However, cars such as the
Mirai may still be unviable as importing them after paying steep duties will make them very
expensive.”

A fuel-cell vehicle carries hydrogen fuel tanks, an electric motor, a battery and a power control.
The hydrogen gas is fed into the fuel cell stack, where it is combined with oxygen from the ambient
air. Together, the hydrogen and oxygen create an electrochemical reaction producing electricity
that is used to power the vehicle with a by-product of water.

GENERAL
43. Death of Fuel Oil Exaggerated as Ships Fit Scrubbers

One of the world’s most polluting fuels may have some life left in it yet. Demand for high sulfur
fuel oil is expected to crater in 2020 when the International Maritime Organization introduces a
cap on sulfur. But companies that build exhaust cleaning systems for ships, which enable the
vessels to keep burning the fuel, reported bumper orders recently. Shares of one, Alfa Laval AB,
rose to a record after saying it was nearly sold out for next year.

Weakness in the fuel oil market has been one of the biggest impacts of the IMO’s impending 2020
sulfur cap. Fitting ships with exhaust cleaning systems -- known as scrubbers -- is still expected
to be a relatively marginal solution for vessels and demand for the fuel will still drop sharply in
2020. But with companies now reporting surging orders, some think that the fuel oil market may
have overshot.

“Ships have to go offline to get scrubbers fitted, so the economics have to be telling,” said Richard
Fullarton, founder of London-based oil hedge fund Matilda Capital Management. Fuel oil cracks,
or its price relative to crude oil, “may have gone too far and if more scrubbers are fitted, demand
will be stronger than people expect.”

Officials at Wartsila Oyj said in an interview that they’d seen an increase in orders for scrubbers
from the first quarter to the second this year, aided by a 170 million euro ($197 million) contract
with a major European container shipping company. Shares of Alfa Laval, also a big supplier of
scrubbers, jumped this week after its earnings were buoyed by surging orders. Although the
company didn’t detail an exact order pipeline, one analyst on the company’s post-earnings call
said he believed demand had tripled since the first quarter.

Alfa Laval previously said that it expects to see 5,000 ships fitted with scrubbers. That estimate
may increase, CEO Tom Erixon said on a call with reporters. The merchant fleet numbered about
94,000 ships at the end of 2017, according to data from Clarkson Research Services Ltd., a unit
of the world’s largest shipbroker.

44. Report: 47% Of EV Launches By 7 Global Automakers to Be SUVs

New Delhi: At least seven of the leading global automakers are building dedicated electric vehicle
(EV) platforms to meet their EV deadlines. This marks a departure from the earlier approach of
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designing and manufacturing EVs based on similar combustion engine cars. In a bid to counteract
higher upfront costs, manufacturers plan to launch nearly half of upcoming electric vehicles as
SUVs and crossovers going forward.

Models like Daimler's EQC, Audi’s e-tron Sportback and Ford’s Mach 1 will be available in 2019-
20 in segments with higher-than-average margins and rapid sales growth, according to the
Bloomberg long-term new Energy Finance Report.

A Hyundai Motor India spokesperson when asked about his reaction agreed that globally the trend
is moving towards SUVs. Even in the emerging markets of India, China, Russia and Brazil the
SUV is more sought after due to its convenience, fuel efficiency and larger seating capacity.

In India it is the fastest growing segment and an electric SUV will be a more feasible choice for
the consumers.

Incidentally Hyundai is planning to rollout a compact electric SUV in the Indian market next year
that will be brought in CKD Kkits.

Experts feel that an electric SUV with a 300 km range on a single charge would be suitable for
city conditions in India.

Meanwhile, the Bloomberg Long-term forecast further states that EVs will constitute 5% of U.S.
vehicle sales by 2022. The number of EV models in the U.S is set to rise from 38 at the end of
2017 to 100 by the end of 2022.

Meanwhile, EV sales in China will hit 19% of total vehicle sales by 2025 and 60% by 2040. About
49% of all EV sales globally will be from China in 2025, 39% in 2030 and 28% in 2040.

EV sales in Europe will reach 860,000 by 2022, representing 5% of all new car sales and up from
280,000 in 2017. France, the U.K. and Germany will corner 60% of all EV sales thanks to policy
support and the large auto market sizes in each country.

Rising mean car prices and consumer preferences for SUVs will align well with the upcoming EV
models being released. Tesla, Volkswagen, Renault-Nissan, Daimler and Peugeot SA will lead
EV sales in the region through 2022 due to lower-priced EVs.

New models that are expected to sell well include the Tesla Model 3, Volkswagen’s 1.D. line,
Daimler's EQ line, Volvo’'s XC series, Kia Niro, the Audi e-tron, and the Peugeot 3008.

The Bloomberg Report pitches the Nissan Leaf as the all-time best-selling EV, followed by the
Tesla Model S. The BAIC EC180 was the bestselling BEV in 2017 with 78,000 units sold, making
BAIC the fourth largest BEV manufacturer in history.

BYD is the leader of all automakers in cumulative EV sales, closely followed by Nissan. Tesla is
expected to overtake Nissan in 2018 as Model 3s start to be delivered.

The electrification of road transport will move into top gear in the second half of the 2020s, thanks
to tumbling battery costs and larger-scale manufacturing, with sales of electric cars racing to 28%,
and those of electric buses to 84%, of their respective global markets by 2030.
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The long-term forecast from Bloomberg New Energy Finance (BNEF) shows sales of electric
vehicles rising from 1.1 million worldwide last year to 11 million in 2025, and then surging to 30
million in 2030 as they establish a cost advantage over the internal combustion engine (ICE) cars.
China will lead this transition, with sales accounting for almost 50% of the global EV market in
2025 and 39% in 2030.

The number of ICE vehicles sold per year (gasoline or diesel) is expected to start declining in the
mid-2020s, as EVs bite hard into their market. In 2040, some 60 million EVs are projected to be
sold, equivalent to 55% of the global light-duty vehicle market. ‘Shared mobility’ cars will be a
small but growing element.

Battery pack prices will reach $100/kWh with current lithium-ion technology by the mid-2020s.
45. |Is Africa Becoming the World's Dumping Ground for Dirty Diesel Vehicles?

As emission regulations become stronger for new vehicles in industrialized countries, cars as old
as 25 years no longer able to meet emission standards are being exported to Africa. Air quality is
suffering as a result.

Any child playing at the Uhuru garden — a recreation park in the middie of the Kenyan capital
Naircbi — is oblivious to the health dangers in the air around him or her. But that air is laden with
toxic poliutants, which have become a leading cause of respiratory disease in Kenyan cities.
According to the World Health Organization, 15,000 children under five died each day in 2016
due to respiratory disease.

But the vehicles that contribute a large part of that pollution trace a long path to Africa.

As emission regulations become stricter in the European Union, Japan, and the United States,
cars no longer able to meet current standards are exported to other regions, including Africa. In
Africa, 25 countries have placed a maximum age limit on used car imports. But due to weak
enforcement, cars as old as 25 years are sold in Africa.

A recent report® from New Delhi-based Centre for Science and Environment indicates that
Germany and China account for 14 percent of car imports to Africa, while Japan and the US
account for 15 percent.

3 ‘Clunkered: Combating Dumping of Used Vehicles -- A roadmap for Africa and South Asia’,
{www cssindia.oreg
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Infographic trade in used
vehicles to Africa

Trade in used vehicles to Africa

As the population in African
cities grows, unreliable
public transport systems
mean demand for cars is
increasing. But low
purchasing power, lack of
stringent emission controls,
and poor fuel quality have
contributed to an influx of
used cars that have been
pushed out of industrialized
countries by more stringent
emission rules.

The Dieselgate scandal
was unearthed in late 2015

W Europe apan when German automaker
used vehicle import ban Volkswagen was found to
have intentionally

programmed its  diesel
engines to show lower-
than-actual emission of
pollutants. Installed software allowed Volkswagen cars to meet the emission standards during
laboratory testing. However, on the road, the same cars emitted up to 40 times more nitrogen
dioxide and nitrogen oxides (NOXx), a major air pollutant.

Source: Dentre for Science and Erviroriment DI

In the wake of the Dieselgate scandal, the European Union introduced stringent measures {o
ensure cars comply with the EU emission standards. "Before being released to the market, new
car models are now tested on-road in addition to the standard laboratory emission testing," Peter
Mock, EU regional lead at the International Council on Clean Transportation, told DW.

On-road inspections check nitrogen oxide, particulate matter, and carbon monoxide levels, while
hydrocarbon emission levels are tested in the laboratory, Mock explained.

Backlash around Dieselgate has caused the value of older diesel cars in Europe to plummet.
Trade — both legal and illegal — is now bringing those dirty diesels to Eastern Europe and
beyond.

Vehicle emissions include toxic chemicals, heat-trapping greenhouse gases and fine particulate
matter, which impact public health and heighten climate change risks.

World Health Organization figures show that globally, around 7 million people die annually from
exposure {o poliuted air. Vehicle emissions are a major source of air pollution

Gerphas Opondo, executive director of the Nairobi-based Environmental Compliance Institute,

warns that the transport sector is becoming a major source of air pollution in African cities. "Cities
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in Africa have high particulate matter, hydrogen oxide, hydrocarbon, and carbon monoxide
concentrations, recorded along busy roads and intersections,”" he explained.

Apart from deaths due to air pollution, many more are sickened.

Research indicates that of the 4.2 million annual global chronic respiratory diseases, nearly 3.3
million occur in low- or middle-income countries. This includes cardiovascular and respiratory
disease such as stroke and asthma, as well as increased risk of cancer.

Jane Akumu, air quality and mobility program officer at UNEP, told DW that a major problem is
how vehicle emissions standards, tough emission inspection systems, and clean automotive fuels
are lacking in the majority of African countries. Many African countries lack strict emissions testing
schemes

"Most African countries are yet to adopt the euro 4 standards, which were required in Europe in
2006," she explained.

"High sulfur levels in diesel are also deterring the efficiency of emission technologies in Africa,"
Akumu continued.

Low-quality, harmful fuels categorized as illegal waste are exported to Africa. In addition, a lack
of refineries, cleaner diesel is considered too expensive by some governments.

Combustion of highly suifurous fuels resuilts in emissions of sulfur dioxide, a major air poliutant.

Akumu stressed the need to utilize cleaner fuel to effectively implement cleaner vehicle
technology. "Even if Africa imports a high-quality car, the maximum environmental benefits are
not realized due to low-quality fuel," she pointed out. Fuel in Africa is often high in sulfur

To curb emissions, UNEP is helping Africa implement the euro 4 standards that require 50 ppm
of sulfur in diesel cars, which is the euro 4 standard. "Europe and Japan are at 10 ppm," she
noted.

There is progress, as 11 African countries, six of them in East Africa, have adopted sulfur fuel
standards of 50 ppm. Beyond that, the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS)
is working with UNEP to harmonize emission and fuel standards in West Africa.

But standards will have to be accompanied by rigorous enforcement in order to have a positive
impact on the looming air pollution crisis facing many African cities.

46. Warming Arctic Could Be Behind Heatwave Sweeping Northern Hemisphere

Accelerated warming in the Arctic compared to the rest of the planet could be a key contributor to
the heatwaves across much of the northern hemisphere. The heatwaves have killed dozens in
Japan and Korea, triggered wildfires in California and Sweden, and led to prolonged dry weather
in the UK and across northern Europe, raising temperatures beyond 30°C in Scandinavian sectors
of the Arctic Circle. In Greece, the deadliest wildfires in more than a decade have claimed at least
74 lives.
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Last week, temperatures exceeded 30°C in the Scandinavian region of the Arctic Circle, with
Norway recording a record high temperature of 33.5°C in Bardufoss, a town just south of Tromsg.
More than 50 forest fires raged through Sweden in mid-July.

Heatwaves in Japan and South Korea have claimed at least 40 and 10 lives respectively, with
high temperatures and dry conditions triggering wildfires in California. In Algeria’s Sahara Desert,
a temperature of 51. °C was recorded on 5 July, a record for Africa, and Canada has already seen
18 days exceeding 30°C, compared with nine all last summer.

One reason is that the jet stream—a fast-flowing river of air snaking continually round the northern
hemisphere at altitudes of around 6 kilometers—has stalled over Europe since May, and could
continue to do so, trapping regions of high pressure that are cloudless, windless and extremely
hot.

“It's been a key player in the astounding heatwaves across the UK and Scandinavia this summer,”
says Jennifer Francis of Rutgers University in New Jersey. She says evidence is mounting that
accelerated warming of the Arctic is a major reason why the jet stream keeps getting stalled. The
stream is driven by collisions between cold air descending southward from the Arctic and warm
air pushing northward from the equator.

The greater the temperature difference between the colliding air streams, the more powerful the
jet stream. But the temperature gap—and therefore the power of the jet stream—is being
weakened because the Arctic is warming twice as fast as the rest of the planet, supplying the
stream with increasingly warmer air.

“Heatwaves over northern hemisphere continents in recent years fit the hypothesis that rapid
Arctic warming is playing a role,” says Francis.
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Message

From: Charmley, William [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=FB1828FBOOAF42FFB68BIEOA71626DI95-CHARMLEY, WILLIAM]

Sent: 7/18/2018 6:16:39 PM

To: Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]; Nelson, Brian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fee03a4337c543d8aab0277da00c63ae-Nelson, Brian]; Moulis, Charles
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9ba8bd68b3c4fb28b767e15aef54d61-Moulis, Charles]; Sargeant, Kathryn
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2d883d76f4f5401ea938362b26b582¢9-Sargeant, Kathryn]

Subject: Fwd: DC Cir Admin stay of Gliders NAA FW: EDF v. EPA (D.C. Cir. No. 18-1180) -- glider trucks -- emergency motion
filed

Attachments: Gliders Judicial Stay.pdf; ATTO0001.htm

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Carrillo, Andrea" <Carritlo. Andrea@enagov>

Date: July 18, 2018 at 2:14:30 PM EDT

To: "Wehrum, Bill" <¥ehrum. Bill@®epa.gow>, "Harlow, David" <hgriow. david@enpa. zov>, "Gunasekara,
Mandy" <Gunasekara. Mandv@epa.gov>, "Woods, Clint" <woods.clint@sna.roy>, "Grundler,
Christopher" <grundier.christopher@epa.gov>, "Bodine, Susan” <bgdine. susan@®eps.gov>, "Brooks,
Phillip" <Brooks, Phillin@ena.zov>, "Schwab, Justin® <Schwab. lustin@epna.gov>, "Leopold, Matt (OGC)"
<Leopold Matldepa.gov>, "Hengst, Benjamin" <Hengst. Beniamin®®epa.gov>, "Charmley, William"
<charmisy.willam®@epa.sov>, "Holmes, Carol” <Holmes. Carolfiepa.gsov>, "Belser, Evan”

<Belser bvan@epa.goy>, "Fogarty, Johnpc" <Fogarty Johnpo@epa.gov>, "Traylor, Patrick”
<travior.oatrick@epa.gov>

Cc: "Zenick, Elliott" <Zenick Elliotti@ena.gov>, "Orlin, David" <Crlin.Davidéepa.goy>, "Srinivasan,
Gautam” <Srinivasan.Goutam@epagov>

Subject: DC Cir Admin stay of Gliders NAA FW: EDF v. EPA (D.C. Cir. No. 18-1190) -- glider trucks --
emergency motion filed

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Andrea Carrillo

Attorney-Advisor

Office of General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-3392 {office) | (202) 603-4003 (telework/cell)| WICN 7426KK

From: Dertke, Daniel (ENRD) [imailic:Daniel Bertke@®usdolaov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2018 1:55 PM
To: Carrillo, Andrea <Carrillo Andrea@epa.gov>; Hostetler, Eric (ENRD) <Eric. Hostetler@usdolgov>
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Cc: Orlin, David <Qrlin. David@epa.gov>; Lipshultz, Jon (ENRD) <lon.lipshultz @usdol.gov>
Subject: RE: EDF v. EPA (D.C. Cir. No. 18-1190) -- glider trucks -- emergency motion filed

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5
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USCA Case #18-1120  Document #1741224 Fied: 07/18/2018  Page lof i

UPnited States Qourt of Appeals

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 18-1190 September Term, 2017
EPA- 07/06/18 Letter
Filed On: July 18, 2018

Environmental Defense Fund, et al.,
Petitioners
V.
Environmental Protection Agency,

Respondent

BEFORE: Rogers, Griffith*, and Wilkins, Circuit Judges
ORDER

Upon consideration of the emergency motion for stay or summary disposition
and request for administrative stay, it is

ORDERED that the request for administrative stay be granted, and the “no action
assurance” memorandum dated July 6, 2018 be stayed pending further order of the
court. The purpose of this administrative stay is to give the court sufficient opportunity
to consider the emergency motion and should not be construed in any way as a ruling
on the merits of that motion. See D.C. Circuit Handbook of Practice and Internal
Procedures 33 (2018). ltis

FURTHER ORDERED, on the court’s own motion, that respondent file a
response to the emergency motion by 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday, July 25, 2018. Any
reply is due by 4:00 p.m. on Friday, July 27, 2018. The parties are directed to hand-
deliver the paper copies of their submissions to the court by the time and date due.

Per Curiam
FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk
BY: /sf

Robert J. Cavelio
Deputy Clerk

* Circuit Judge Griffith would deny the request for an administrative stay.
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Message

From: OGClibrary [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=41CE2FFB3B7D4A44867DF9BC3893B225-0OGCLIBRARY]

Sent: 7/17/2018 4:19:40 PM

To: Allnutt, David [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6e28f5bf9chf4b8b9eda7751c2f10750-Allnutt, David]; Anderson, Lea
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b8317edf62f74e67bcf42adbdf7785e9-LANDERO3]; Anderson, Steve
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=68706e18c9db4843904d764ebf36be51-Anderson, Steve]; Aranda, Amber
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2557889d5f134a3dbc525a2dbfébfdf2-AARANDA]; Averback, Jlonathan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a22b8532¢15649898118cf917497a43d-JAVERBO2]; Belser, Evan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9a0635c¢271a4bac9c20634e45083¢66-Belser, Evan]; Bianco, Karen
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=afo0b07531b04472bffff51c1db461e3-Bennett, Karen]; Branning, Amy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a3f510cced11492d88cc26ed073b7f10-ABRANNIN]; Bunker, Byron
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]; Chapman, Apple
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c52a18bcf6164b6d9f04545db694cacl-ACHAPMAN]; Cozad, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=4a30a28be6a74d3da779bb7f7b34a876-COZAD, DAVID]; Crum, Lynda
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5543f4b8ac084f9097d20020a6d3aeld-Crum, Lynda]; Davis, Julian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6bdfbdf185cc43f39aedec9ad41fc4ad-Davis, Julian]; Dickinson, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fe903e3f06aadbb7b3f1158653f6dac5-DDICKINS]; Doster, Brian
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=322510375a3644b48f424addff4962da-BDOSTER]; Dubey, Susmita
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b34fe7fa4fdf417%acad262eeec5¢c37-SDUBEY]; Frey, Bert
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c03dece9974f4bb79006fdb7b53b5d95-BFrey]; Froikin, Sara
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e52fe29f223f4e869b82918294900d8f-Froikin, Sara]; Graham, Cheryl
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ac456030f1a7475397afe7895933baec-CGRAHAM]; Harrison, Ben
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9b50ec7786654f3dbadda3891ff231f4-Harrison, Ben]; Hoffman, Howard
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9b294b6d14284e0d86d25bc366efe259-HHOFFMAN]; Hogan, Stephanie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2262f00f8e7344958553ef1bec3d65a5-Hogan, Stephanie]; Holmes, Carol
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a63f745584114ae9b119547a4dc845fd-Holmes, Carol]; Igoe, Sheila
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=13edc88d379b483fa1728a99e80153d4-SIGOE]; Jordan, Scott
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=844c5777fea243d7a7b880c54e2cd2a7-lordan, Scott]; Kaplan, Robert
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=165b99dc02954540911797ba748d7566-RKaplan]; Kataoka, Mark
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1e29f87a97¢343739016147a80f9¢57d-MKATAOKA]; Klepp, Robert
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1857dafcbcc441888c06a473f38d0d93-BKlepp]; Lee, Michael
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=29ae5f3d98a9435e88cf7d2f64a643a2-Lee, Michael]; Lovett, Lauren
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Highlights

LEADING THE NEWS

Same Agends, Different Stvle, Acting BPA Hesd Pledass

By Alex Ebert

The EPA wor't change direction under Andrew Wheeler's walch, but it will talk about issues
in a different way, the new acting administrator told Bloomberg Environment in an axclusive
interview.

Tomporary BERPA Chief Could Reen Glg for Years Without Senats Vol

By Jennifer &, Dlouhy
President Donald Trump's temporary replacement for embattied former EPA chief Scott
Pruitt may not be so temporary after all.

Trumn Savs LR to Compete with Russia for Furope Gas Markst

By Elena Mamnevs, Margarst Talev and Naursen &, Malik

President Donald Trump eased his tone about a Russian natural gas pipeline to Germany
after a one-on-one meeting with President Viadimir Putin, shifting from the harsh criticism
he'd levied in Europe last week.

Amaron Prime Doy Friendlier to Wallats Than Environmeng

By Bobby Magill
Amazon.com inc's "Prime Day” on July 18 and 17 may mean a good deal for your wallet—
but it's no deal for the environment or climate.

Thease Five Disruptors Could Turn Energy Evolution into Revelution
By Bobby Magilt
There is an enargy revolution going on worldwide as the electric power grid becomeas more

digital and climate-friendiy as renewables drop in cost, more cars run on electricity, and
buildings become more efficient.

TODAY'S NEWS

Carbon Tax Bill Talks Come as House Readies Symbalic Oooosition
By Dean Scott
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House Republican leaders this week are sesking o essentially force members (o say
whether they oppose or support a carbon tax, throwing a spotlight on the debate several
months beforg the midterm elections.

Hanana Peels Are 3 Resgurce-—Not Garbane, Marviand Official Savs

By Avannsg Alexander

Adam Ortiz has tumed his passion for the environment into climate-friendly projects and
millions of dollars—not for himself, but in grants and partnerships for the Maryland city he
once led and the county where he still works.

Lompanies May Have to Step Up Under BU Climate Strate

By Stephen Gardney
The European Union's climate-change strategy through 2050 could have the bloc headed
toward an economywide transformation.

S Stons Prodding Companies to Detall Climate Change Impacts

By Alexandra Ssmenova

investors are pressing for more specific information on how climate issues affect corporate
operations, a concem that's heightened since the SEC has stopped prodding companies on
climate-related disclosures.

Silion-Dollar Solar Project to Help Power Las YVegas, California

By Brian BEckhouse
A 31 billion solar project near Las Vegas may help light up the Strip and other parts of
Nevada, California, and Arizona as early as 2020,

Carbon Traders Bracing for LK s Possible Exit from BU Market

By Mathew Carr

Carbon traders are again preparing for the worst after the UK. government suggested that it
might withdraw from the world’s biggest emissions-trading market when the country leaves
the Furopean Union next year,

Vedants Blames Protesters for Closurs of Indlan Copber Smelter

By Rajesh Rumar Singh

Billlonaire Anil Agarwal's Vedanta Lid. said non-governmental organizations are {0 blame for
the shutdown of ifs copper plant in southem Indig, as the company prepares for a lengthy
battle to restart the operation.

Los Alamos Lab Can't Shake Clabms Quer Qg Cleanup Order

By Poter Haves

Claims for civil penalties may proceed against Los Alamos National Laboratory, the
Department of Energy, and the New Mexico Environment Department for failing to comply
with & cleanup order.

FRIDAY NIGHT WRAPUP

CESOOM in Solar Investments L ast as Ontario Cancels Contracts
By James Munson
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Ontario’s decision to cancel or wind down 758 renewable energy contracts across the
province will eliminate C3500 million ($380.1 million) in investment, according fo the
solar industry.

Rev Up Truck Pollution Limits or We'll Bue Blue Stales Tell ERPA
By Abby Smith
EFA's new acting head may face a lawsuil from blue state attorneys general if he

doesn't undo an agency push to give trucks with rebuilt engines a break from Cbama-
era air pollution imits.

¢ publishers of Inside EPA

il’%ﬁ“% %}

Redefining EPA

Overhauling an agency and its mission
hitps://insideepa.com/agency-at-a-crossroads

Inside EPA’s Risk Policy Report, 07/17/2018
hitps://insideepa. com/newsletters/risk-policy-report

Latest News

EPA Faces New Wave Of Criticism Over Controversial Science Rule Proposal

EPA s facing a new wave of criticism over its controversial proposal to reguire the use of publicly available data to
justify its major rules, posing an early test for the agency's new acting administrater, Andrew Wheeler, and the
axtent to which he may be willing to drop or soften a plan developed by his predecessor, Scolt Pruitl.

Vehicle GHG Rule Backers Brace For 'Rebound,’ Safety Claims In Rollback

Environmentalists and other supporters of Obama-era vehicle greenhouse gas and fuel sconomy standards are
bracing for the Trump administration’s upcoming reliback of the rules o significantly rely on minimizing the rules’
benefits, including by assuming a large “rebound effect” from fuel economy gaing and asserting the rules harm
safety.

Daily Feed
D.C. Circuit places NSR 'netting’ suit into abeyance

The federal appeliate court granted environmentalists’ requesis © pause liligation against EPA's new source review
"netling” policy, pending issuance of a proposed rule on the issus.

States join call for EPA to stay glider non-enforcement policy

Thirteen stales say EPA's policy is a “de facto suspension” of production limits on glider trucks and EPA cannot
slevate “form over substance and seek © paint s action as an unreviewable exercise of enforcement discretion.”
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Ewire: Wheeler pledges to be 'stabilizing force' at EPA
In today’s Ewire: The new acting EPA chief could be “more formidable 1o environmentslists and Demeocrats” in terms
of durable rule rolibacks, one indusiry lawver says.

Cummings seeks subpoena on EPA’'s FOIA interference

“EPA is using a process in which political appoiniees review FOIA requests and hand salect requasis to be
processed by a different tsam if they are complex or "politically charged',” the Democratic lawmaker said.

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv \\ \\\\\\\\\\*‘\\\
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Kavanaugh vs. Garland on the environment

Amanda Reilly, E&E News reporter Published: Monday, July 16, 2018

O the
d heads and on environmental issu

For Democrats and environmentalists, President Trump's Supreme Court announcement last week set off another round
of what-could-have-been if the Senate had allowed Merrick Garland's nomination to move forward.

To recap: President Obama nominated Garland to fill the seat left vacant by the death of Justice Antonin Scalia, a mighty
force on the court in environmental law. But Republican leadership refused to hold any hearings or votes, and Garland
went back to his job as chief judge on the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit after Trump was
elected.
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Now, Trump has nominated Judge Brett Kavanaugh, who has been Garland's conservative colleague on the influential
D.C. Circuit since his appointment by President George W. Bush in 2008, to fill the seat of retiring Justice Anthony
Kennedy.

On the D.C. Circuit, Garland — who has been on the court since 1997 — and Kavanaugh have dealt extensively with
environmental and administrative law, deciding both sweeping cases on EPA rules and smaller issues.

The two haven't sat together on many judicial panels in environmental cases, but the judges have taken some contrary
positions. In some cases, the Supreme Court has taken Kavanaugh's side.

The splits highlight their different judicial philosophies — Kavanaugh is skeptical of broad agency rules and cares deeply
about separation of powers, while Garland is more likely to defer to the executive branch — and signal how they would
perhaps approach cases differently on the Supreme Court.

Here's a look at environmental cases in the D.C. Circuit in which both Kavanaugh and Garland had a say.

Garland and Kavanaugh on opposite sides

EPA mercury standards

In the 2014 case White Stallion Energy Center LLC et al. v. EPA, Garland and Kavanaugh sat on a panel of three judges
deciding the legality of EPA's decision to regulate mercury and other toxic air emissions from power plants. Garland joined
the majority opinion upholding the rule, while Kavanaugh penned a dissent arguing that EPA should have considered
costs when deciding whether to regulate the industry.

"To be sure, EPA could conclude that the benefits outweigh the costs," Kavanaugh wrote. "But the problem here is that
EPA did not even consider the costs. And the costs are huge, about $9.6 billion a year — that's billion with a b — by
EPA's own calculation.”

In a 5-4 ruling, the Supreme Court agreed with Kavanaugh and sent the rule back to EPA.

Greenhouse gas rules
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In 2012, the D.C. Circuit received petitions to rehear its decision upholding a suite of Obama EPA greenhouse gas
regulations in the massive case Coalition for Responsible Reguliation Inc. v. EPA. The full court — Garland included —
denied rehearing, but Kavanaugh was one of two judges who dissented, raising doubts about EPA's authority to require
stationary pollution sources to obtain permits for greenhouse gases under the Clean Air Act. He wrote that the agency's
reading of the law led to "absurd results" and had "major" practical consequences.

The Supreme Court later unanimously ruled that EPA can't require permits under the Clean Air Act's Prevention of
Significant Deterioration program solely for greenhouse gases.

EPA methane rule

Last year, the full D.C. Circuit denied states' and industry groups' request to reconsider an earlier decision striking down

then-EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt's delay of methane standards for new oil and gas operations. Kavanaugh was one of
three appointees of Republican presidents who would have reconsidered the case. The D.C. Circuit's July 2017 decision
in Clean Air Council v. Pruitt was among the first of a number of legal defeats for the Trump administration as it attempts
to roll back Obama-era environmental rules.

Yucca Mountain

In 2013, a split three-judge panel of the D.C. Circuit ordered the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to continue its review of
the Energy Department's application to build a nuclear waste repository under Nevada's Yucca Mountain, despite the
Obama administration's desire to abandon the proposal. Kavanaugh wrote for the majority that NRC was "simply flouting
the law" by halting the consideration of the project.

The case featured a rare Garland dissent. He argued that Congress had not appropriated enough money for the NRC to
make any progress and that courts should not issue a writ of mandamus "to do a useless thing."

Death of SeaWorld trainer

In 2014, Garland joined a panel opinion rejecting SeaWorld's challenge to the Labor Department's finding that it violated
workplace safety laws by exposing trainers at its park to killer whales with a history of violence. The case stemmed from
the 2010 death of Dawn Brancheau, a 40-year-old trainer at SeaWorld's Orlando park who was dragged into the pool by
Tilikum, a 12,000-pound bull orca, during a performance. Kavanaugh dissented, largely adopting SeaWorld's argument
that the Labor Department had impermissibly regulated sport.

"Many sports events and entertainment shows can be extremely dangerous for the participants. Football. Ice hockey.
Downhill skiing. Air shows. The circus," Kavanaugh wrote. "But the participants in those activities want to take part,
sometimes even to make a career of it, despite and occasionally because of the known risk of serious injury.”

Garland and Kavanaugh agree
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Kavanaugh and Gar
wWhoe and powsr p

Particulate matter

In the 2014 case Utility Air Regulatory Group v. EPA, Garland wrote an gpinion for a three-judge panel rejecting a
challenge by Texas and industry groups to EPA particulate matter standards for power plants. The panel overruled
industry objections that the standards were more stringent than needed and would unnecessarily require tough pollution
controls. Kavanaugh joined Garland's opinion but authored a short concurrence raising questions about the court's
jurisdiction to hear the case.

Premature carbon rule challenge

As the Obama administration was considering a rule regulating carbon dioxide emissions from power plants, a host of
state and industry opponents, led by West Virginia and coal company Murray Energy Corp., rushed to the D.C. Circuit to
challenge its plans. A three-judge panel dismissed the case on procedural grounds. Writing for the majority, Kavanaugh
wrote that the lawsuit demanded an unprecedented action from the D.C. Circuit: review of a proposed rule.

"We may review final agency rules," Kavanaugh wrote, citing court precedents. "But we do not have authority to review
proposed rules." The full court, including Garland, later denied petitions for rehearing en banc.

The proposed rule at issue would later become the Clean Power Plan. At September 2016 arguments in front of the full
D.C. Circuit, Kavanaugh raised questions about the scope of the rule and EPA's authority. The court, though, has not
issued any opinion. Garland sat out the arguments because he had been nominated to serve on the Supreme Court.

Imperiled goat

In the 2013 case Conservation Force Inc. v. Jewell, the D.C. Circuit shot down two challenges from hunters regarding a
highly sought-after goat. The hunters had argued that the Fish and Wildlife Service unlawfully delayed a review of the
straight-horned markhor, a subspecies of wild goat found in an arid, mountainous region of Pakistan. In an gpinion joined
by Kavanaugh, Garland wrote that the case had become moot because FWS had proposed downlisting the goat from
endangered to threatened while the litigation was ongoing.

DOE loan office cronyism

The D.C. Circuit last year revived a lawsuit brought by battery maker Limnia Inc. alleging cronyism in the Energy
Department's loan office. Limnia filed suit after its loan application was rejected, arguing that it didn't get a fair shot with
DOE because of "cronyism" and favoritism for applicants with Obama administration ties. Kavanaugh's opinion reversed a
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lower-court decision to send the case back to DOE. Remand was inappropriate, Kavanaugh found, because DOE never
intended to revisit its denial of the battery maker's loan application. Garland joined.

POLITICS

Elon Musk, top Republican donor?

Christa Marshall, E&E News reporter

Published: Monday, July 16, 2018
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Tesla Inc. CEO Elon Musk is defending his environmental credentials after documents revealed he gave thousands of
dollars to a political action committee supporting Republican control of the House.

The $38,800 in donations to Protect the House PAC, unveiled in Federal Election Commission filings, caused an uproar
from environmentalists on social media.

Television personality Chelsea Handler was among those who questioned how the money jelled with Musk's proclaimed
support of lowering greenhouse gas emissions.

"Nice to know the person responsible for making electric cars is able to divorce himself from climate change by donating
to the very people who deny its existence," Handler wrote on Twitter over the weekend.

But the billionaire entrepreneur said it's "categorically false" that he's a "top" donor to the GOP, or any political party.

"A nominal annual amount goes out automatically to both parties to maintain dialogue. | have given vastly more to
humanitarian causes," Musk said on Twitter. He added that he is a registered independent and political moderate.

"l am not a conservative," he said.
To the Sierra Club, he wrote, "thank you for fighting climate change. This affects every living creature on Earth."

The environmental group defended Musk about the PAC money, saying he has dedicated his career to replacing fossil
fuels with clean energy and "strongly backs" the group's advocacy work.
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Musk's aggregate donations to Protect the House did not fall in the top 10 of individual donors, but they were among the
highest from leaders of energy-related companies.

Kelcy Warren, the CEO of Energy Transfer Partners LP, gave $100,000, and Javaid Anwar, president of Midland Energy
Inc., an oil and gas operator, gave $150,000. Warren was listed as a donor under the "Energy Transfer Company."

Other donors to the PAC, which raised more than $8 million in the second quarter, include Microsoft Corp. co-founder
Paul Alien, who gave $100,000.

Additionally, political action committees for General Motors Co. and Cabot Oil & Gas Corp., a production company,
donated to the PAC.

This is not the first time Musk's political actions have prompted backlash among environmentalists. Last year, Musk was
one of the few business leaders from the energy sector appointed to the president's Strategic and Policy Forum to advise
on economic policy.

Some observers criticized the move as giving a green light to President Trump's climate agenda, although Musk said he
used the position to push the president on global warming (Greenwire, May 1, 2017).

Musk later resigned from his White House roles after Trump announced plans to withdraw from the Paris climate
agreement. Musk has long supported a carbon tax.

The Tesla CEO has a history of supporting candidates from both political parties. In 2014 and 2015, he gave money to
both Democratic presidential candidate Hillary Clinton and House Majority Leader Kevin McCarthy (R-Calif.), according to
data compiled by the Center for Responsive Politics.

Last year, he gave more than $2,500 to Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.) but also supported McCarthy's Victory Fund with
$50,000 and gave thousands of dollars to the National Republican Congressional Committee.

In March, Musk also gave $2,500 to the Democratic Midterm Victory Fund, according to the Federal Election Commission.

EPA

AGs blast 'Pruitt's parting gift to polluters’
Maxine Joselow, E&E News reporter

Published: Monday, July 16, 2018
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California Attorney General Xavier Becerra (D) on Friday led a multistate coalition in urging EPA acting chief Andrew
Wheeler to withdraw an order on high-emission trucks.

In a letter, Becerra called for Wheeler to reverse course and rescind the order issued on former Administrator Scott
Pruitt's last day in office.

The order effectively expanded a loophole for glider kits — new truck cabs with refurbished diesel engines (Greenwire,
July 9).

In particular, the directive lifted a cap of 300 gliders per manufacturer for 2018 and 2019.

Companies now could be free to manufacture thousands of gliders, which emit as much as 55 times the air pollution of
trucks with modern emission controls, according to EPA's own analysis.

While framed as a change in enforcement, the action is unlawful and the "states are prepared to take action in court,” the
letter says.

"Until the bitter end, Scott Pruitt chose to put the interests of major polluters and donors ahead of his professional ethics
and official responsibilities as chief environmental protector,” Becerra said in a statement. "Not even on his final day in
office could Pruitt resist doing their bidding as he moved to suspend the Glider Rule."

Also signing the missive were 12 other attorneys general and representatives from the California Air Resources Board
and the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection.

"Trucks rebuilt with glider kits cause environmental damage far beyond their numbers and will remain illegal in California
unless they can meet stringent state standards,” CARB Chairwoman Mary Nichols said in a statement. "California can
step up enforcement, but EPA's publicly announced refusal to do its job makes it virtually impossible to catch all these
vehicles."

New York Attorney General Barbara Underwood (D) called the action "Pruitt's parting gift to poliuters.”
The glider rule has a fraught history.

On Nov. 20, 2017, EPA produced a report that found the emissions of gliders were 43 to 55 times higher than those of
trucks with modern pollution controls.

But citing a study bankrolled by Crossville, Tenn.-based Fitzgerald Glider Kits LL.C and contradicting his own staff, Pruitt
declared glider kits more efficient and cleaner than new rigs (Greenwire, Nov. 27, 2017).

The study that Pruitt cited is now the subject of an academic inquiry and has been disavowed by Tennessee Tech
University, which produced it (Greenwire, Feb. 23).

An EPA spokesperson confirmed the agency had received the letter.

"We will respond through the proper channels," the spokesperson said.
EPA

Agency defends FOIA process, says it welcomes scrutiny

Kevin Begardus, E&E News reporter
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EPA is defending how it handles Freedom of Information Act requests after coming under increasing criticism from the top
Democratic watchdog in the House.

In a letier dated yesterday, Kevin Minoli, EPA's principal deputy general counsel and designated agency ethics official,
told Rep. Elijah Cummings (D-Md.), ranking member on the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee, that
he was ready to brief panel staff on how the agency processes FOIA requests.

Minoli, essentially EPA's top career lawyer, described how the agency set up the FOIA Expert Assistance Team in 2013 at
the direction of then-acting Administrator Bob Perciasepe, an Obama administration appointee, to help reduce the
crushing workload of FOIA requests and litigation pouring into the agency.

The unit is tasked with handling the most complex and sensitive requests, and managed EPA responses for documents
on the Flint, Mich., drinking water crisis; the Gold King mine disaster; and the Volkswagen emissions cheating scheme.

It coordinates with other offices within EPA, as well as the White House when requests involve the president, and makes
senior leaders aware of pending releases of records.

"This 'awareness review' process does not itself violate FOIA and can be completed without causing undue delay," Minoli
said.

Minoli said EPA Chief of Staff Ryan Jackson asked the special unit to help the administrator's office improve its FOIA
processing after a surge of requests under the Trump administration.

By April this year, FEAT and four EPA offices, known as AO4 — the administrator's office, the public affairs office, the
congressional relations office and the policy office — launched a project to improve FOIA responses at EPA.

FEAT has hired three employees to support the project, and new information experts have been recruited by the four EPA
offices, as well, according to Minoli. Requesters have since been updated on the status of their FOlAs, and new
processes have been put in place to help get documents out.

Cummings was not satisfied with EPA's response. "This letter has some nice talking points, but it does not provide any of
the documents | requested and does not answer any of the problematic questions | raised," he said in a statement.

A Democratic committee aide said EPA provided Minoli's letter to the press before sending it to Cummings. The aide also
noted that the letter is not from the agency's chief of staff or the chief FOIA officer.
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Minoli acknowledged that EPA's handling of FOIA requests has had problems. The agency now faces more than 70
lawsuits under the public records law.

But the EPA lawyer invited Cummings, other members of his committee and its staff to visit the agency "to see first-hand
the effort that is being made and the work that has been done to put the agency on the cusp of that future.”

"EPA's FOIA program is far from perfect,” Minoli said. "The work of the FEAT and the AO4 Team, however, has laid a
foundation from which EPA's FOIA program could be a model of what a FOIA program should be, not an example of what
a FOIA program should not be.”

On Friday, Cummings had demanded that Rep. Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.), chairman of the Oversight panel, subpoena EPA
for documents related to its FOIA process (Greenwire, July 13).

In a letter, the committee's lead Democrat released excerpts of transcribed interviews with top EPA officials conducted as
part of the panel's investigation into the agency under former Administrator Scott Pruitt, who resigned earlier this month
after being swamped with ethics allegations.

Cummings said requests deemed "politically charged,” using Jackson's words, were given extra scrutiny by President
Trump's political appointees at the agency.

"Information recently obtained by the Committee confirms that EPA is using a process in which political appointees review
FOIA requests and hand select requests to be processed by a different team if they are complex or 'politically charged,"
Cummings wrote.

"Responses to FOIAs are at times deliberately delayed, and political appointees review responses to FOIA requests
before they are released.”

Today in his statement, Cummings said, "Chairman Gowdy should issue the subpoena | asked for and compel the agency
to comply so that we can get the documents we need to do our job."

The EPA inspector general said last week that in the wake of Pruitt's resignation, it will continue its audit of how the
agency is preserving emails and text messages, as well as how it processes FOIA requests. The watchdog office also
noted it is too early to say when that report will be released (E&E News PA, July 12).

That |G investigation was sparked after Senate Democrats expressed worry that not all of Pruitt's multiple email accounts
were being searched in response to FOIA requests.

Reporter Maxine Joselow contributed.
CAMPAIGN 2018

Conservative clean energy group backs Upton with ad buy

Nick Bowlin, E&E News reporter
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ClaarPath Achon Fund has endorsed Michigan Republican Rep. Fred Upton,

ClearPath Action Fund, the right-leaning clean money advocacy group, has endorsed Republican Michigan Rep. Fred
Upton in his re-election bid.

The super political action committee announced a digital ad effort as part of a six-figure expenditure backing the Energy
and Commerce Committee member and former chairman. Upton currently chairs the Energy Subcommittee.

"Fred has an accomplished record of shepherding many bills hitting every facet of clean energy innovation," ClearPath
Action Fund founder Jay Faison said in a statement. "His veteran leadership is needed as the U.S. continues to hurdle
obstacles in the global clean energy race.”

Upton has pushed bills increasing incentives for carbon capture projects. He is known for support of an "all of the above"
energy approach and was tasked with looking into a massive overhaul of the Department of Energy early in 2018, which
ClearPath called "vital." He is a member of the Climate Solutions Caucus.

He was one of only eight House Republicans to come out against drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.
Upton's lead role on DOE reauthorization makes him one of the most important energy Republicans on Capitol Hill.

The Democratic primary for the 6th District is slated for early August, and physician Matt Longjohn is the favorite to win.
The general election is seen as competitive, though Upton is favored. The Cook Political Report lists the district as "Likely
Republican."

As of June 30, Upton has raised $2.1 million, with $1.6 million on hand, according to documents filed with the Federal
Election Commission.

WILDFIRES

Calif. blaze kills firefighter, closes route into Yosemite
Published: Monday, July 16, 2018
A wildfire has killed a California firefighter and closed a main route into Yosemite National Park.

The Ferguson Fire, which started Friday, has burned about 14 square miles and has forced evacuations from rural
communities near the park and a popular hotel within it.
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Front desk clerk Spencer Arebalo stayed behind at the park's Yosemite Cedar Lodge after guests were ordered to leave
Saturday. "You can't see anything, it's so smoky outside. It's crazy,” he said.

Officials said today that the fire doubled in size overnight.

Braden Varney, 36, died Saturday while fighting the fire. He was a heavy fire equipment operator, according to the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection.

Varney had been hulldozing a gap in vegetation to prevent the fire from spreading to a nearby community, Fire Chief
Nancy Koerperich said.

"This certainly is going to be devastating to his family and those of us who call him family here with Cal Fire," she said.

Several other blazes continue to burn in California, including one that authorities say was started by an electric fence that
wasn't properly installed. And dozens more are burning throughout the West (Associated Press, July 16). — CC

BIOFUELS

Trump admin moves to throw out RFS waivers suit

Amanda Reilly, E&E News reporter

July 16,

& gas stalion in Nebraska offers blends of gasoling with ethanol

The Trump administration on Friday asked a federal court to throw out a lawsuit over EPA's decision to exempt refiners
from annual renewable fuel requirements.

Government lawyers raised procedural arguments against the suit in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit, including that it did not challenge a "final" agency action.

"In the absence of a discrete, identifiable action, this Court lacks subject-matter jurisdiction," lawyers for EPA argued in a
motion to dismiss.

At issue is a petition that the Advanced Biofuels Association filed in the D.C. Circuit in May seeking review of EPA's
waivers for more than two dozen small refineries.
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Under the renewable fuel standard and in coordination with the Energy Department, EPA can grant waivers exempting
small refiners that demonstrate economic hardship from meeting biofuel-blending targets. Refiners can also meet the
yearly biofuel mandates by buying renewable fuel credits.

EPA has said it has granted exemptions for around 25 refineries. The agency, though, hasn't disclosed which refineries
receive waivers because it says doing so would reveal private business information.

The advanced biofuels group says it's concerned that the number of exemptions for compliance years 2016 to 2017
doubled compared with previous years and that EPA arbitrarily changed the criteria for determining economic hardship
tied to RFS requirements (Climatewire, July 16).

EPA's decision to grant "a historically unparalleled number of exemptions has destabilized the national renewable fuels
market,"” the group's May petition says.

But the Trump administration argues that the suit is a "generic challenge” to EPA's evaluation of hardship petitions. While
EPA acknowledges that it's taken final action on individual RFS hardship waivers, the administration says the advanced
biofuel group's lawsuit amounts to a programmatic challenge.

"The Supreme Court and this Court have held that such programmatic challenges are precluded by the requirement for
final action,'" the government's motion to dismiss says.

The government argues that the group must challenge individual exemptions in local circuit courts, not the D.C. Circuit.

A coalition of ethanol groups has separately filed a lawsuit in the 10th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals seeking review of
EPA's decision to grant three waivers to refineries in Oklahoma, Wyoming and Utah.

MINING

Companies try out greener techniques
Published: Monday, July 16, 2018

Mining companies, which have long turned to technology 1o reduce costs, now see public relations benefits in finding
greener ways to dig.

A research center in Canada owned by mining giants Alcoa Corp. and Rio Tinto PLC is testing a way to make its
aluminum smelters carbon-free.

A different project in Sweden is looking into replacing coking coal with hydrogen in steel production.

The moves come as aluminum and steel customers — such as Apple Inc. and Audi AG — tout green production for their
products.

"You want your green iPhone, not your brown iPhone," said John O'Brien, a technology specialist for Deloitte.

Iron, steel and aluminum manufacturing account for a combined 30 percent of industrial carbon emissions, according to
the International Energy Agency (Rhiannon Hoyle, Wall Streef Journal, July 16). — NB
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CLIMATEWIRE — Tue., July 17, 2018

READ FULL EDITION

1. CARBON TAX:

House Republican will introduce $23 climate fee next week

Rep. Carlos Curbelo (R-Fla.) is preparing to introduce legislation that would pause federal regulations on climate
change in exchange for an escalating tax on carbon emissions, according to draft legislation obtained by E&E News.

TOP STORIES

2. BEALEVEL RIBE:
Climate change could take away your internet

3. FERC:
Trump official posts concern about warming while on vacation

POLITICS

4. PEOPLE:
Is Elon Musk losing his climate credentials?

5 CARBON TAX;:
Policy would have minimal economic impact — studies

SCIENCE

8. HEALTH:
Fueled by climate change, wildfires erode air quality gains

7. ANTARCTICA:
Kelp clumps floated to the icy south. Here's why it matters

8. DROUGHT:
Parched fields reveal 5,000-year-old ruin near Dublin

INTERNATIONAL

9. FINLAND:
Official uses Trump-Putin summit to send climate message

STATES

10, FORESTS:
Ore.'s climate debate erupts over role of trees

1, SEA-LEVEL RISE:
Small Fla. village adapts, without state help
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ENERGYWIRE — Tue., July 17, 2018

1. CAMPAIGN 2018:

Loud backlash, quiet support for offshore plan in key races

When East Coast voters cast their ballots in the congressional races this fall, there's one sensitive energy issue that
may be on their minds: the Trump administration's proposal to allow oil and gas leasing in nearly all the U.S. outer

continental shelf.

TOP STORIES

2 UTILITIES:
Top FERC aide outlines priorities to state requlators

3 WHITE HOUSE:
Putin suggests U.S., Russia team up on oil and gas markets

4. BECURITY:
Trump-Putin summit blasts open cybersecurity divisions

LawW

5. PIPELINES:
N.Y. group takes FERC climate issue to federal court

8. MICHIGAN:
Court reverses PSC's capacity rule for alternative providers

O AND GAS

7 EPA
Wheeler visits gas company the agency once fought

8. HYDRAULIC FRACTURING:
Okla. commission splits in ‘frack hit’ case

4. FINAMOE:
Grid spending up, but other energy investments down — IEA

0. BAKKEN SHALE:
Tornado death prompts examination of oil field trailer safety
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1. BUBINESS:
Investors not sold on Exxon's future

12, PUBLIC LANDS:
In Wyo., feds consider holding on to industry’s old roads

ELECTRICITY

13, ELECTRIC VEHICLES:
Playing defense, Aramco seeks better gas engines

14, PUERTO RICO!
Power is almost back, but few are confident about the grid

Brought to you by the Office of General Counsel Law Library

Jennifer Turley, Law Librarian

Arctic Slope Mission Services (ASMS) Contractor
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Office of General Counsel

202/564-3971

turley jennifer@epa. gov
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Message

From: Charmley, William [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=FB1828FBOOAF42FFB68BIEOA71626DI95-CHARMLEY, WILLIAM]

Sent: 7/16/2018 8:18:45 PM

To: Nelson, Brian [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fee03a4337c543d8aa60277da00c63ae-Nelson, Brian]; Moulis, Charles
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9balbd68b3c4fb28b767e15aef54d61-Moulis, Charles]; Bunker, Byron
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]

Subject: Fwd: Glider trucks -- incoming emergency motion

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Orlin, David" <Qrlin.David@epa.gov>

Date: July 16, 2018 at 2:47:24 PM EDT

To: "Hengst, Benjamin" <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>, "Charmley, William"
<charmley.william@epa.gov>

Cc: "Carrillo, Andrea" <Carrillo.Andrea@®epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Glider trucks -- incoming emergency motion

FYl

David Orlin
U.S. EPA, Office of General Counsel
(202) 564-1222

From: Orlin, David

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 2:44 PM

To: Leopold, Matt (OGC) <Leopold. Matt@epa.gov>; Schwab, Justin <schwab . justin@epa.gov>; Wehrum,
Bill <Wehrum.Bill@epa.gov>; Harlow, David <harlow.david@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher
<grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Bodine, Susan <bodine.susan@epa.gov>; Brooks, Phillip
<Brooks.Phillip@epa.gov>

Cc: Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Zenick, Elliott <Zenick.Elliott@epa.gov>;
Kataoka, Mark <Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Glider trucks -- incoming emergency motion

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

David Orlin
U.S. EPA, Office of General Counsel
(202) 564-1222

From: Hostetler, Eric (ENRD) [mailto:Eric.Hostetler @usdoj.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 2:31 PM

ED_002444_00005228-00001



To: Orlin, David <Qrlin.David@epa.gov>; Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Zenick,
Elliott <Zenick.Elliott@epa.gov>

Cc: Lipshultz, Jon (ENRD) <lon.Lipshultz@usdoj.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Glider trucks -- incoming emergency motion

See email below. ! Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client/ Ex. 5

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Eric
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Matt Littleton <matt@donahuegoldberg.com>

Date: July 16, 2018 at 2:21:45 PM EDT

To: <jon.lipshultz@usdoj.gov>, <eric.hostetler@usdoj.gov>,
<jessica.o'donnell@usdoj.gov>

Subject: Glider trucks -- incoming emergency motion

Jack, Eric, and Jessica,

Hope this message finds you well. | wasn't able to reach you by phone and thought e-
mail would be more efficient than serial voicemails. EDF, CBD, and Sierra Club are going
to be filing tomorrow morning in the D.C. Circuit a petition for review and emergency
motion for stay or summary vacatur of EPA’'s decision last week to not enforce the
existing regulatory cap on glider vehicles for 2018 or 2019. Petitioners will seek an
administrative stay pending disposition of the emergency motion and request a decision
on the motion by August 8th in the event an administrative stay is denied.

Matthew Littleton

Donahue, Goldberg & Weaver, LLP
1111 14th St NW, Suite 510A
Washington, DC 20005

Tel: (202) 683-6895

Fax: (202) 315-3582
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Message

From: Grundler, Christopher [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3BE58C2CC8545D88CF74F3896D4460F-GRUNDLER, CHRISTOPHER]
Sent: 7/11/2018 6:15:48 PM

To: Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]
Subject: Fwd: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory

Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827
Attachments: Gliders_Withdrawal Stay_Letter 07.10.18 FINAL SUBMISSION - FINAL.PDF; ATTO0001.htm

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 {Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor Ml)
734.645.5221 (mobile)

WL Bna.Eov ota

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Sutton, Tia" <suttontin@epa.sov>

Date: July 11, 2018 at 1:28:34 PM EDT

To: "Grundler, Christopher” <grundisr.christopher@epagov>, "Hengst, Benjamin"

<Hengst. Beniamin®@epa.gov>, "Brooks, Phillip" <Brooks.Phillip@epa.sov>, "Orlin, David"
<Crlin.David@epa.pov>

Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease
Enforcement of Regulatory Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider” Diesel Freight Trucks -
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-0AR-2014-0827

FYi

From: Parsons, Christy

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 1:26 PM

To: Akram, Assem <Akram.Assem@eng.gov>

Cc: Lieske, Christopher <ligske christopher@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <suttoniia®epa.gov>; Moulis,
Charles <mupulis.charlzs@epa.gov>; Sargeant, Kathryn <sargeant.kathryn@@epa.gov>; Charmley, William
<charmley.willam ®@epna.gov>; Nelson, Brian <nelson.brianiepa.gov>; Parsons, Christy
<Parsons.Christy@epa.pov>

Subject: RE: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease
Enforcement of Regulatory Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks -
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-0OAR-2014-0827

Hi Assem,

Thank you for checking i on how to handle the attached reqguest from EDF, CBD, and Sierra Club re. the
no action assurance letter for glider vehicles,
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Mease do go ahead and place the letter from EDF ef al in the docket (FPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0827). We'll
follow-up as appropriate when the information makes its way through W3S, but inthe interim 'm
looping in a few others involved in this issue so that they're aware of the request,

Tharnks,
Christy

Christy Parsons

Physical Sciertdist

Assessment and Standards Division
Office of Transportation and Alr Quality
L5, Environmental Protection Agency
Ann Arbor, Wi

Tel; 734.214.4243
E-rnail: parsons. christyi@ens gov

Notice (f This Communication Regards a Contract): Nothing in this message shall be construed as a
rhange to the price, schedule, or terms and conditions of the contract. If the receiver does construe it
otherwise, please notify me immediately so that proper contract action can be initiated.

From: Lieske, Christopher

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 9:06 AM

To: Akram, Assem <Akram.Assem@epa.gov>; Li, Chi <LiChidena gov>

Cc: Parsons, Christy <Parsons. Christy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease
Enforcement of Regulatory Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks -
Docket ID No. EPA-HO~-OAR-2014-0827

Hi Assem —

The contact for the glider rule is Christy Parsons. Christy, could you please respond to Assem? Thanks.

From: Akram, Assem

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 9:00 AM

To: Brunner, Christine <brunnar.christine@epa.zov>; Lieske, Christopher <ligske.christopher@epa.gov>;
Li, Chi <LL.Chiepa.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease
Enforcement of Regulatory Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks -
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0827

Good morning —

Unless you tell us otherwise, we will add this to the docket OAR-2014-0827 as a late comment.
Many thanks!

Assem

ARSEM AXRAM

Docket Manager

EPA Docket Center

Operated by AS Mission Services
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202-566-0226
Al Assem@Ena oy

From: Perez, JuanB

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 8:17 AM

To: Akram, Assem <Akram.Assem@ieng.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease
Enforcement of Regulatory Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks -
Docket ID No. EPA-HO~-OAR-2014-0827

Assem,
Should this be added as a Petition for Reconsideration or a late comment?

From: Vickie Patton [mailicvpatton@edi org]

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 5:08 PM

To: Wheeler, Andrew <wheelar andrew @epa.pov>; Bodine, Susan <bodine. susaniena.sov>; Leopold,
Matt (OGC) <Lsopold. Mati@epa.gov>; Wehrum, Bill <Wehrum. Billiepa.gov>; A-AND-R-DOCKET <A~
AND-R-DOCKET @epa gov>

Cc: Martha Roberts <imirobertsi@ edf.org>; Peter Zalzal <pzalzal@edf.ore>; Alice Henderson
<ghenderson@edi.org>; matt@donshuepoldberg.com; 'Sean Donahue' <ssan@donahuseoidberg cormrs;
Susannah Weaver (susannah@donshuesoldberz.com) <susannah@donshusenidberg.com>; 'Vera
Pardee' <¥Pardss@biolosicaldiversity.org>; 'Joanne Spalding’ <iganne.spalding@sierraciub.ore>; Vickie
Patton <vpatton@edi.ore>

Subject: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of
Regulatory Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-
HQ-0OAR-2014-0827

RE: Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-0OAR-2014-0827
Dear Acting Administrator Wheeler,

As set forth in the attached correspondence, the Environmental Defense Fund,
Center for Biological Diversity, and Sierra Club respectfully request that you
immediately withdraw or stay the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
attached decision to cease enforcing vital air pollution limits that the Clean Air Act
and EPA’s own duly promulgated regulations impose on super polluting “glider”
diesel freight trucks. This extreme action is unlawful and is extraordinarily harmful
to public health (as EPA’s own data show) and to the vast majority of truck
manufacturers who must comply with the pollution limitations that the Agency is
unlawfully not enforcing for their competitors.

Thank you for your immediate attention to this urgent matter.
Sincerely yours,

Vickie Patton
General Counsel
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Environmental Defense Fund
(720) 837-6239

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender
immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the intended

recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal.
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Message

From: Belser, Evan [fO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D9A0635C271A4BACI9C20634E45083C66-BELSER, EVAN]
Sent: 7/11/2018 4:56:23 PM

To: Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]
Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory

Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827
Attachments: Gliders_Withdrawal Stay Letter 07.10.18 FINAL SUBMISSION - FINAL.pdf; Super Polluting Diesel Freight Trucks -
No Action Assurance - July 6 -2018.pdf

FYl

Attached, and htip//blogs edf orgfolimated L1/ Fles 2018/07 /Glider-Non-Enforcement-FOIA-7 10, 18-final-
Lpdf? ga=d 174864811 SE33R80869 1531317443 19236065638.153131 7443

Evan

From: Traylor, Patrick

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 5:31 PM

To: Kelley, Rosemarie <Kelley.Rosemarie@epa.gov>; Brooks, Phillip <Brooks.Phillip@epa.gov>; Belser, Evan
<Belser.Evan@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

FYSA

Patrick Traylor

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-5238 (office)

(202) 809-8796 (cell)

From: Vickie Patton [mailtovpatton@ediorg]

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 5:08 PM

To: Wheeler, Andrew <wheealsr. andrew fBepa. gov>; Bodine, Susan <bodins susan@epa.gov>; Leopold, Matt (0GC)
<Lezopold Matt@epagov>; Wehrum, Bill <Wehrum. Bill@epa gov>; A-AND-R-DOCKET <A-AND-R-DOCKET @epa.pov>
Cc: Martha Roberts <mroberts@edi.ore>; Peter Zalzal <pzalzal@edi.org>; Alice Henderson <abhienderson@iedi.org>;
mattfidonahusgoldberg.com; 'Sean Donahue' <ssan@donshusgoldberg.com>; Susannah Weaver
(susannah@donshuezoidberp.com) susannah@donshuesoldbers.com>; 'Vera Pardee’
<Pardse@biclogicaldiversity.org>; Joanne Spalding' <jpanne.spalding@sierraciub.ore>; Vickie Patton
<vpaiton@ediorg>

Subject: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

RE: Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-OAR-2014-0827

Dear Acting Administrator Wheeler,
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As set forth in the attached correspondence, the Environmental Defense Fund, Center for
Biological Diversity, and Sierra Club respectfully request that you immediately withdraw or
stay the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s attached decision to cease enforcing vital air
pollution limits that the Clean Air Act and EPA’s own duly promulgated regulations impose on
super polluting “glider” diesel freight trucks. This extreme action is unlawful and is
extraordinarily harmful to public health (as EPA’s own data show) and to the vast majority of
truck manufacturers who must comply with the pollution limitations that the Agency is
unlawfully not enforcing for their competitors.

Thank you for your immediate attention to this urgent matter.

Sincerely yours,

Vickie Patton

General Counsel
Environmental Defense Fund
(720) 837-6239

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail,
delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal.
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Message

From: Moulis, Charles [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D9BASBD63B3CAFB28B767E15AEF54D61-MOULIS, CHARLES]
Sent: 7/9/2018 2:15:43 PM

To: Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]
Subject: FW: Glider No Action Assurance

Attachments: Glider No Action Assurance (July 6, 2018).pdf; ATTO0001.htm

From: Grundler, Christopher

Sent: Friday, July 06, 2018 11:53 PM

To: Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Charmley, William
<charmley.william@®epa.gov>; Cook, Leila <cook.leila@epa.gov>; Moulis, Charles <moulis.charles@epa.gov>; Carrillo,
Andrea <Carrillo.Andrea@epa.gov>; Brooks, Phillip <Brooks.Phillip@epa.gov>; Nelson, Brian <nelson.brian@epa.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Glider No Action Assurance

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 (Washington DC)
734.214.4207 {(Ann Arbor Ml)
734.645.5221 (mobile)

WWW.EDa B0/ olar

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Wehrum, Bill" <Wehrum. Bill@epa.gov>

To: "Gunasekara, Mandy" <Gunasehkara Mandv@epa gov>, "Woods, Clint" <wgods. clint@epa.gov>,
"Harlow, David" <harlow. david@epa.gov>, "Grundler, Christopher” <grundizr chiristopher@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Glider No Action Assurance

Fyi. I plan to call the company to let them know it is signed, but will not be posted
until Monday.

Bill Wehrum

Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
{202) 564-7404

From: Traylor, Patrick

Sent: Friday, July 6, 2018 6:08 PM

To: Bodine, Susan <bodine.susan@epa.gov>; Wehrum, Bill <Wehrum Billfiena.gov>
Subject: Glider No Action Assurance
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Please find attached.

Patrick Traylor

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-5238 (office)

(202) 809-8796 (cell)
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Message

From: Charmley, William [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=FB1828FBOOAF42FFB68BIEOA71626DI95-CHARMLEY, WILLIAM]

Sent: 7/27/2018 11:14:53 AM

To: Moulis, Charles [fo=ExchangelLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9ba8bd68b3c4fb28b767e15aef54d61-Moulis, Charles]; Nelson, Brian

/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fee03a4337c¢543d8aa60277da00c63ae-Nelson, Brian]; Sargeant, Kathryn

/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2d883d76f4f5401e3938362b26b582c9-Sargeant, Kathryn]; Bunker, Byron

/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]; Duncan, Allen

/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5f4a476a56c342e7a2eeed96115208ac-Duncan, All]

Subject: FW: SIGNED: (entire memo attached) Withdrawal of Conditional No Action Assurance Regarding Small
Manufacturers of Glider Vehicles (memo and response letters)

Attachments: response letters withdrawal of NAA glider vehicles 07-26-2018.pdf; Memo re Withdrawal of Conditional NAA
Regarding Small Manufacturers of Glider Vehicles 07-26-2018.pdf

e o, g g pamq e gy e,

Dear all —

Yesterday Acting Administrator Wheeler signed a letter withdrawing the NAA for small manufacturers for glider
vehicles. The Acting Administrator’s Memo is posted on OECA’s web site at the following link;

hitos:/fwww epa.govienforcement/conditional-no-action-assurance-regarding-small-manufacturers-glider-
vehicles-withdrawn

From: Sutton, Tia

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2018 9:02 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Charmley,
William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Brooks, Phillip <Brooks.Phillip@epa.gov>; Belser, Evan <Belser.Evan@epa.gov>
Subject: Fwd: SIGNED: (entire memo attached} Withdrawal of Conditional No Action Assurance Regarding Small
Manufacturers of Glider Vehicles (memo and response letters)

FYI- to be posted shortly

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Johnson, Laura-S" <i{ohnson.Laura-S@epa.zov>

To: "Wheeler, Andrew" <whesler andrew@epa, gov>, "Jackson, Ryan" <iackson rvan@epa.gov>,
"Leopold, Matt (OGC)" <Lzopold. Matt@epa.gov>, "Schwab, Justin® <Schwab dustin@ena.gov>, "Orlin,
David" <Qrlin.David®epa.oov>, "Bodine, Susan" <bodine. susan®@epa.sov>, "Wehrum, Bill"

<Wehrum Bill@epa.gov>, "Konkus, John" <kanbus ichn@epa.gov>, "Lyons, Troy" <lvons.troviepa. gov>,
"White, Elizabeth" <whilz.elizabeth@ena.gov>, "Harlow, David" <harlow. david@ena.govs,
"Gunasekara, Mandy" <Gunasskara. Mandv@epa.gov>, "Shaw, Betsy" <Shaw Betsy@sepa.gov>, "Woods,
Clint" <wgods.clint@epa.gov>

Cc: "Wooden-Aguilar, Helena" <¥ooden-Aguilar. Helena®@epa.goyw>, "Grantham, Nancy"”

<Grantham. Nanov@ena.gov>, "Richardson, RobinH" <Richardson. RobinH®epa.cov>, "Lewis, Josh"
<Lewis Josh@epa.zoy>, "Shiffman, Cari" <Ghiffman.Cari@epa.gov>, "Hope, Brian”
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<Hope Brign®@epa.gov>, "Carrillo, Andrea" <Carrillo.Andrea®@eps.zov>, "Sutton, Tia"
<suitoniis@epa.gov>, "Holmes, Carol” <Holmes.Carcl@epa.gov>, "Traylor, Patrick”
<travigr.patrick@epa.sov>, "Starfield, Lawrence" <&tarfisld Lawrence@epa.gov>, "Badalamente, Mark”
<Badalamente Mark@epa.poy>, "Dominguez, Alexander” <dominguez. alexander@epa.gov>, "Atkinson,
Emily" <Atkinsen Emilvi@epa.goy>, "Orquina, Jessica” <Qrguina assica@epa.goy>, "Millett, John"
<Millett lohn@epa.gov>, "Birgfeld, Erin" <Birgfeld Erinfena gov>

Subject: SIGNED: {entire memo attached) Withdrawal of Conditional No Action Assurance Regarding
Small Manufacturers of Glider Vehicles {memo and response letters)

Please refer to this version of the memo. The scanned version | just sent skipped a page. My apologies.

From: Johnson, Laura-S

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2018 8:08 PM

To: Wheeler, Andrew <wheeler andrew@epa.gov>; Jackson, Ryan <jacksonryani@epa.gov>; Leopold,
Matt (OGC) <Leopold. Matt@ena. gov>; Schwab, Justin <schwab justin®epa.gov>; Orlin, David

<rlin. Dovid@®@epa.gov>; Bodine, Susan <bodine susan@epa.zov>; Wehrum, Bill

<Wehrum Bill@epa.gov>; Konkus, John <konkus ichn@epa gov>; Lyons, Troy <lvons.trovi@epa gov>;
White, Elizabeth <white.slizabeth®@epa.gov>; Harlow, David <hariow. david®@ena.gov>; Gunasekara,
Mandy <Gunasekara. Mandy@epa.gov>; Shaw, Betsy <Show. Betsy@epa.zov>; Woods, Clint

<woods. Chim@epazoy>

Cc: Wooden-Aguilar, Helena <¥oodsn-Aguilar.Helena®epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy

<Grantham. Nancov@ena.gov>; Richardson, RobinH <Richardson. RobinH®epa.sov>; Lewis, Josh
<Lewis Josh@epa.zovy>; Shiffman, Cari <Shiffman. Cari@epa.gov>; Hope, Brian <Hope Brisn@epa.gov>;
Carrillo, Andrea <Carriflle. Andrea@ena. goy>; Sutton, Tia <sulton.ta@esazov>; Holmes, Carol
<Holmes.Carol@ena gov>; Traylor, Patrick <travior.patrick@epa.gov>; Starfield, Lawrence

<Starfield. Lawrence@epa.gov>; Badalamente, Mark <Badalamente Mark@epa.gov>;, Dominguez,
Alexander <dominguez.alexander@epa.gov>; Atkinson, Emily <atkinson.Emilv@epa. sow>

Subject: SIGNED: Withdrawal of Conditional No Action Assurance Regarding Small Manufacturers of
Glider Vehicles (memo and response letters)

Good evening,

After review of the “Conditional No Action Assurance Regarding Small Manufacturers of Glider Vehicles”
(No Action Assurance), signed on July 6, 2018, and upon further consideration as explained in the
attached memo, the Administrator is withdrawing the No Action Assurance.

Please see the attached memo for details regarding this decision.

Also attached to this email are letters responding to requests that EPA withdraw or administratively stay
the No Action Assurance. Please note that today’s signed memo will be included as an enclosure for
each response letter. The attachment contains 19 response letters.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Laura

202) 819-4941

Laura S Johnson |

1 (
621 5661
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Message

From: Grundler, Christopher [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3BE58C2CC8545D88CF74F3896D4460F-GRUNDLER, CHRISTOPHER]

Sent: 7/25/2018 6:48:16 PM

To: Cook, Leila [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d4536ad140a1461781d78ca67921b02f-Cook, Leila]; Bunker, Byron
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]

Subject: Fwd: FYI latest versions of draft gliders memo and cover letter template

Attachments: DRAFT Memo to Withdraw Gliders NAA 7.25.18 1146am.docx; ATT00001.him; Draft NAA response template 7-
25.docx; ATTO0002.htm

FYI

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 {Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor Ml)
734.645.5221 (mobile)

WL BDa.E0v ota

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Carrillo, Andrea" <Carrilin. Andrea@epa.sov>

Date: July 25, 2018 at 2:15:58 PM EDT

To: "Grundler, Christopher” <grundier.christonher@epa.zov>, "Charmley, William"
<charmdey.william @epa.gov>, "Sutton, Tia" <sution tia@epa.goy>, "Hengst, Benjamin”
<Hengst Benlamin@epa.gov>

Subject: FYI latest versions of draft gliders memo and cover letter template

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Andrea Carrillo

Attorney-Advisor

Office of General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-3392 {office) | (202) 603-4003 (telework/cell)| WICN 7426KK
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Message

From: Carrillo, Andrea [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=242465ABB76C4AEF81C2AFBF6E2CCBA7-CARRILLO, ANDREA]
Sent: 6/26/2018 12:30:12 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d3be58c2cc8545d88cf74f3896d4460f-Grundler, Christopher]
CC: Charmley, William [/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fb1828fb00af42ffb68b9e0a71626d95-Charmley, William]; Nelson, Brian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fee03a4337c543d8aab0277da00c63ae-Nelson, Brian]; Stahle, Susan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b25318c6014d4fb985288e15143c¢8596-SSTAHLE]; Orlin, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=aab4dad518d64c5f9801eb9bb15b7ec3-DORLIN]; Bunker, Byron
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]

Subject: RE: Draft proposed "no action assurance" documents

Thanks, Attorney Client/ Ex. 5

Attorney Client/ Ex. 5

Andrea Carrillo

Attorney-Advisor

Office of General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-3392 (office}| (202) 603-4003 {telework/cell)| WICN 7426KK

From: Grundler, Christopher

Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 4:03 PM

To: Carrillo, Andrea <Carrillo.Andrea@epa.gov>

Cc: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Nelson, Brian <nelson.brian@epa.gov>; Stahle, Susan
<Stahle.Susan@epa.gov>; Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron <bunker.byron@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Draft proposed "no action assurance" documents

Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 {(Washington DC)
734.214.4207 {(Ann Arbor Ml)
734.645.5221 (mobile)

WL BnaEov/ ot

On Jun 25, 2018, at 3:46 PM, Carrillo, Andrea <Carrillo. Andrea@eps.zov> wrote:

Attorney Client / Ex. 5
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Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 25, 2018, at 3:40 PM, Carrillo, Andrea <Carrilio. Andrea@®epa.cov> wrote:

Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Kataoka, Mark" <katacka Mark@ena.gov>

Date: June 25, 2018 at 3:06:03 PM EDT

To: "Carrillo, Andrea"” <Carrilio. Andrea@ena.goy>, "Stahle, Susan”
<Stahle Susané@epa.gov>, "Srinivasan, Gautam”
<Srinivasan.Goautam@epagoy>, "Harlow, David”

<hariow davidi@ena.gov>

Cc: "Grundler, Christopher” <grundler.christopher@ena.gov>,
“"Charmley, William" <charmiev.wiliam@epa.gov>, "Orlin, David"
<Crlin, David®epa.goy>, "Schwab, Justin” <Schwab Justin@lena. gov>,
"Wehrum, Bill" <¥ehrum. Bill@epa zov>, "Gunasekara, Mandy"
<Gunasskara. Mandv@eoa.gov>, "Woods, Clint”
<woods.olint@ena.gov>

Subject: FW: Draft proposed "no action assurance” documents

Thanks, David; adding Andrea, Sue, and Gautam for ARLO.

Mark M. Kataoka
Attorney

EPA OGC ARLO {2344A)
202-564-5584

From: Harlow, David

Sent: june 25, 2018 2:45 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher <grundisr.christopher@epa.goy>; Charmley,
William <charmisv.william@@spa. goyv>; Orlin, David

<Olin. Dovid@epa.gov>; Kataoka, Mark <Kataska Mark@epa.gov>;
Schwab, Justin <Schwab. lustin@ena.gov>

Cc: Wehrum, Bill <Webhrum. Bill®ens, gov>; Gunasekara, Mandy
<Gunasekara. Mandv@ena.gov>; Woods, Clint <woods. cint@ena.aov>
Subject: Draft proposed "no action assurance" documents

Gentlemen,
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Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Attorney Client / EX. 5 T thank you in

advance for your collective assistance.

David S. Harlow

Senior Counsel

Immediate Office of the Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA

WJC-N Room 5409K
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1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460
202-564-1233

Harlow David@epagov

<NAArequest.docx>
<revNAA docx>
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Message

From:

Sent:
To:

CC:

Subject:
Attachm

Grundler, Christopher [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3BE58C2CC8545D88CF74F3896D4460F-GRUNDLER, CHRISTOPHER]
6/25/2018 6:55:44 PM
Nelson, Brian [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fee03a4337c543d8aab0277da00c63ae-Nelson, Brian]
Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a%a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]
Fwd: Draft proposed "no action assurance" documents

ents: NAArequest.docx; ATTO0001.htm; revNAA.docx; ATTO0002.htm

Pls review for accuracy

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 {(Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor Ml)

734.645

.5221 (mobile)

www.enagov/ota

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Harlow, David" <hariow. davidd@ena.govw>

Date: June 25, 2018 at 2:44:34 PM EDT

To: "Grundler, Christopher” <grundier.christopher@epa.gov>, "Charmley, William"
<charmlsy.william@ena.gov>, "Orlin, David” <Qrlin. David@ena.gov>, "Kataoka, Mark”

<Katacoka Mark@epa.gov>, "Schwab, Justin” <Schwab justin@epa.zov>

Cc: "Wehrum, Bill" <¥ehrum, Billiepa.gov>, "Gunasekara, Mandy" <Gunasekara. Mandv@ena gov>,
"Woods, Clint" <woods.clint@ena.gov>

Subject: Draft proposed "no action assurance” documents

Gentlemen,

Attorney Client / Ex. 5
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Attorney Client / Ex. 5

semevcien &5 ] thank you 1 advance for your collective assistance.

David S. Harlow

Senior Counsel

Immediate Office of the Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA

WIJC-N Room 5409K

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-1233
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Message

From: Grundler, Christopher [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3BE58C2CC8545D88CF74F3896D4460F-GRUNDLER, CHRISTOPHER]

Sent: 6/25/2018 6:48:16 PM

To: Bunker, Byron [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]; Cook, Leila
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d4536ad140a1461781d78¢a67921b02f-Cook, Leila]

Subject: Fwd: Draft proposed "no action assurance" documents

Attachments: NAArequest.docx; ATTO0001.htm; revNAA.docx; ATTO0002 . htm

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 {(Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor Ml)
734.645.5221 (mobile)

www . epa.gov/ota

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Harlow, David" <hariow . david@epa.gov>

Date: June 25, 2018 at 2:44:34 PM EDT

To: "Grundler, Christopher” <grundisr.christooher@epa.gov>, "Charmley, William"
<charmley.william@ena.gov>, "Orlin, David” <QOrlin.David@epa.gov>, "Katacka, Mark”

<Katsoka Mork@epa.gov>, "Schwab, Justin” <Schwab ustin@epa.pov>

Cc: "Wehrum, Bill" <Webhrum Bill@ena.zoy>, "Gunasekara, Mandy" <Gunasskara, Mandy@epa.goy>,
"Woods, Clint" <woods.clint®epa.sov>

Subject: Draft proposed "no action assurance” documents

Gentlemen,

Attorney Client / Ex. 5
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Attorney Client / Ex. 5

momeyeienrexs il thank you in advance for your collective assistance.

David S. Harlow

Senior Counsel

Immediate Office of the Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA

WIJC-N Room 5409K

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-1233

ED_002444_00005266-00002



Message

From: Birgfeld, Erin [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=3383BC15DD5542E5BFF5C3DE13BA9BF2-EBIRGFEL]

Sent: 10/2/2018 8:30:47 PM

To: Block, Molly [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=60d0c681a16441a0b4fal6aazdd4b9c5-Block, Moll]; Haugen, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5f7076¢89¢214ff5af375a2d788abalc-Haugen, David]; Bunker, Byron
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ddf7bcf023d241a9a477a2dc75d5901c-Bunker, Byron]; Mylan, Christopher
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=70798537ae234bdeb55b66364fh8f220-Mylan, Christopher]

CC: Brusstar, Matt [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1b414a2c¢957 e4e6084eacb0ed8b9ald0-Brusstar, Matt]
Subject: RE: Messaging Materials for SEJ Tour

Thank you Molly!

From: Block, Molly

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2018 1:07 PM

To: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Haugen, David <haugen.david@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron
<bunker.byron@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mylan.Christopher @epa.gov>

Cc: Brusstar, Matt <brusstar.matt@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Messaging Materials for SEJ Tour

Here were some addition responses we talked about this morning. Please let me know if I'm missing something or you
need more info.
Molly

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5
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Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

On Gliders

“EPA is withdrawing the no action assurance for glider manufacturers and their suppliers. After consulting within EPA
and in light of the pending administrative and judicial petitions and motions, as well as the application of Agency
guidance regarding no action assurances to these particular facts, Acting Administrator Andrew Wheeler found that the
application of current regulations to the glider industry do not represent the kind of extremely unusual circumstances
that support EPA’s exercise of enforcement discretion. EPA will continue to work expeditiously to finalize a solution that
provides regulatory relief and prevents any inadvertent economic harm to the glider industry while maintaining
important air quality protections.” — EPA Spokesperson

From: Birgfeld, Erin

Sent: Monday, October 1, 2018 5:33 PM

To: Block, Molly <Bock.molv@isna.gov>; Haugen, David <hauzsn.david@epa.govw>; Bunker, Byron
<bunker.byron@lepa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mvian.Christopher@ena gov>

Cc: Brusstar, Matt <brusstar. matt@epa.gov>

Subject: Messaging Materials for SEJ Tour

Dear Molly, David, and Byron,

Attached is one PPT presentation that Chris Grundler was going to give at the AAPCA meeting last month. It contains
high level messaging for what OTAQ does and key messages for LD, HD, DERA, and Ports.

Also attached is a document that provides responses to tough questions that we may get on hot topics including the
SAFE rule, heavy duty trucks, E15, and RFS.

We can discuss these tomorrow and see if we are missing any items.
Thank yout

-Erin

Erin Birgfeld

Communications Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality

U.S. EPA

202-564-6741 (work)
202-255-4434 (cell)
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Message

From: Bunker, Byron [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DDF7BCF023D241A9A477A2DC75D5901C-BUNKER, BYRON]

Sent: 7/9/2018 12:25:22 PM

To: Charmley, William [/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fb1828fb00af42ffb68b%e0a71626d95-Charmley, William]

Subject: NAA Request
Attachments: No Action Request FGK_1.pdf

Fedededehdededee e dedehdedede e dedededede

Byron Bunker

Director Compliance Division

office of Transportation and Air Quality
Environmental Protection Agency

2000 Traverwood Drive

Ann Arbor, MI 48105

Bunker.Byron@epa.gov

Phone: (734) 214-4155

Mobile: (734) 353-9623

Fededdehedededeh il hdehdehdiledededede i dedete

————— original Message-----
From: Brooks, Phillip
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2018 6:28 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron <bunker.byron@epa.gov>

Subject: You need to read the attached document
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Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Bunker, Byron [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DDF7BCF023D241A9A477A2DC75D5901C-BUNKER, BYRON]
6/30/2018 3:07:52 PM

Grundler, Christopher [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d3be58c2cc8545d88cf74f3896d4460f-Grundler, Christopher]
Re: Gliders

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun

30, 2018, at 8:29 AM, Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks Byron. Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 (Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor MI)
734.645.5221 (mobile)
WwWw.epa.gov/otaq

On Jun 29, 2018, at 10:13 PM, Bunker, Byron <bunker byron@epa.gov> wrote:

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

Sent from my iPhone
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Message

From: Orlin, David [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=AA64DAD518D64C5F9801EB9BB15B7EC3-DORLIN]

Sent: 7/11/2018 5:55:02 PM

To: Sutton, Tia [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=25e87403f63143acbb959446512a372¢-Sutton, Tia]; Parsons, Christy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=bf0dabe0c058478294128¢cb3f842573d-Powers, Christinal; Lieske,
Christopher [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c836c7dea7054dd8807120a1d401cac8-Lieske, Christopher]; Moulis, Charles

/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9ba8bd68b3c4fb28b767e15aef54d61-Moulis, Charles]; Sargeant, Kathryn

/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2d883d76f4f5401ea938362b26b582¢9-Sargeant, Kathryn]; Charmley,
William [/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fb1828fb00af42ffb68b%e0a71626d95-Charmley, William]; Nelson, Brian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fee03a4337c543d8aa60277da00c63ae-Nelson, Brian]; Carrillo, Andrea
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=242465abb76c4aef81c2afbf6e2ccha7-Carrillo, Andreal

Subject: RE: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory Limits
on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0OAR-2014-0827

P —

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

David Orlin
U.S. EPA, Office of General Counsel
(202) 564-1222

From: Sutton, Tia

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 1:52 PM

To: Parsons, Christy <Parsons.Christy@epa.gov>; Lieske, Christopher <lieske.christopher@epa.gov>; Moulis, Charles
<moulis.charles@epa.gov>; Sargeant, Kathryn <sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov>; Charmley, William
<charmley.william@®epa.gov>; Nelson, Brian <nelson.brian@epa.gov>; Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Carrillo,
Andrea <Carrillo.Andrea@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

{minus Assem, plus OGC)

This should also be making its way to us in CMS soon as well, and will Hikely be for Wehrum's signature. We will of
course need to touch base with him, as it's not quite clear if this would be a response that OTAQ & QECA staff would
write {I've forwarded it to OFCA for awarenass, too), or if OAR & OFCA political leadership will handle the response.

From: Parsons, Christy

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 1:26 PM

To: Akram, Assem <&kram.Assem@ena.gov>

Cc: Lieske, Christopher <ligske.christopher@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <suttontiafepa.gov>; Moulis, Charles
<mgulis.charles®@epa.goy>; Sargeant, Kathryn <sargeant kathryn@epa.gov>; Charmley, William

<charmley. willam®@epa.gov>; Nelson, Brian <nsisor.brian@@epa.gov>; Parsons, Christy <Parsons.ChristyiBiepa.gov>

ED_002444_00006576-00001



Subject: RE: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

Hi Asserm,

Thank you for checking in on how to handle the attached request from EDF, CBD, and Sierra Club re. the no action
assurance letter for glider vehicles,

Please do go ahead and place the letter from EDF et al in the docket {(FRPA-HO-CAR-2014-082 7). We'll follow-up as
appropriate when the information makes its way through CMS, but in the interim P looping in a few others involved in
this issue so that they're aware of the reguest,

Tharks,
Christy

Chiristy Parsons

Physical Scientist

Assessment and Standards Division
Office of Transportation and Alr Quality
LLS, Environmental Protection Agency
Ann Arbor, M

Tel: 734.214.4243
E-mail: porsons.christv@epapov

Notice {if This Communication Regards a Contract): Nothing in this message shall be construed as a change to the price,
schedule, or terms and conditions of the contract. if the receiver does construe it otherwise, please notify me
immediately so that proper contract action can be initiated.

From: Lieske, Christopher

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 9:06 AM

To: Akram, Assem <akram.Assem@epa.gov>; L, Chi<LiLChi@epa.gov>

Cc: Parsons, Christy <Farsons. Christviepa.govy>

Subject: RE: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

Hi Assem —

The contact for the glider rule is Christy Parsons. Christy, could you please respond to Assem? Thanks.

From: Akram, Assem

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 9:00 AM

To: Brunner, Christine <brunnsr.christine®@epa.gov>; Lieske, Christopher <lieske.christopher®epa.gov>; Li, Chi
<LLChifepa.gow>

Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

Good morning —
Unless you tell us otherwise, we will add this to the docket OAR-2014-0827 as a late comment.
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Many thanks!
Assem

AGBEM AKRAM

Docket Manager

EPA Docket Center

Operated by AS Mission Services
202-566-0226

Albram Assem@Ena.soy

From: Perez, JuanB

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 8:17 AM

To: Akram, Assem <Alkram.AssemPepa.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

Assem,
Should this be added as a Petition for Reconsideration or a late comment?

From: Vickie Patton [mailtovoatton@edforg]

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 5:08 PM

To: Wheeler, Andrew <wheelsr.andrew @epa.gov>; Bodine, Susan <boding. susan@apa.gov>; Leopold, Matt (0GC)
<Lsgpold Matt@epa.zov>; Wehrum, Bill <Wehrum, Billftena. gov>; A-AND-R-DOCKET <A-AND-R-DOCKET @ena.pov>
Cc: Martha Roberts <miroberts@edf.org>; Peter Zalzal <pralzal@edf.ore>; Alice Henderson <ahenderson@edf.ore>;
matt@donahuesoldberg.com; 'Sean Donahue' <ssan@donahuseoldbere.com>; Susannah Weaver
(susannah@donabusspldberg com) <susannah®@donshuesoldberg.com>; 'Vera Pardee!
<YPardes@biolopicaldiversity.org>; Joanne Spalding’ <joanne.spalding@sierraciub.ore>; Vickie Patton
<ypatton@ediore>

Subject: Request for Immediate Withdrawal or Administrative Stay of Decision to Cease Enforcement of Regulatory
Limits on Pollution from Super Polluting "Glider" Diesel Freight Trucks - Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—-0AR-2014-0827

RE: Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—~OAR-2014-0827

Dear Acting Administrator Wheeler,

As set forth in the attached correspondence, the Environmental Defense Fund, Center for
Biological Diversity, and Sierra Club respectfully request that you immediately withdraw or
stay the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s attached decision to cease enforcing vital air
pollution limits that the Clean Air Act and EPA’s own duly promulgated regulations impose on
super polluting “glider” diesel freight trucks. This extreme action is unlawful and is
extraordinarily harmful to public health (as EPA’s own data show) and to the vast majority of
truck manufacturers who must comply with the pollution limitations that the Agency is
unlawfully not enforcing for their competitors.

Thank you for your immediate attention to this urgent matter.

Sincerely yours,

ED_002444_00006576-00003



Vickie Patton

General Counsel
Environmental Defense Fund
(720) 837-6239

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail,
delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal.
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Message

RE: NEW CAA LITIGATION: NGO challenges to no action assurance for gliders (Environmental Defense Fund, et al. v.

From: Carrillo, Andrea [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=242465ABB76C4AEFR1C2AFBF6E2CCBA7-CARRILLO, ANDREA]

Sent: 7/17/2018 6:51:30 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d3be58c2cc8545d88cf74f3896d4460f-Grundler, Christopher]

Subject:
EPA, DC Cir. 18-1190)

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Andrea Carrillo

Attorney-Advisor

Office of General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-3392 (office)| (202) 603-4003 (telework/cell)| WICN 7426KK

From: G

rundler, Christopher

Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2018 9:56 AM

To: Carr

illo, Andrea <Carrillo.Andrea@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: NEW CAA LITIGATION: NGO challenges to no action assurance for gliders (Environmental Defense Fund, et
al. v. EPA, DC Cir. 18-1190)

Thx And

rea.

Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Transportation and Air Quality
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202.564.1682 {(Washington DC)
734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor Ml)

734.645
WYW S

.5221 (mobile)
a.goviota

OnlJull

7, 2018, at 9:42 AM, Carrillo, Andrea <Cartillo Andrea®ena.gov> wrote:

Attorney Work Product; Attorney Client / Ex. 5

Thanks,

Andrea Carrillo

Attorney-Advisor

Office of General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ED_002444_00007869-00001



(202) 564-3392 (office)| (202) 603-4003 (telework/cell)| WICN 7426KK

<Gliders_EmergencyMotion_AsFiled 07.17.18.pdf>
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Message

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

InsideEPA/climate [epa-alerts@iwpnews.com]

9/7/2018 9:47:13 PM

Woods, Clint [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=bc65010f5¢c2e48f4bc2aa050db50d198-Woods, Clin]
Today on Climate Beat

CLIMATE BEAT

in today’s coverage ...

... an appellate court has granted an EPA request to dismiss litigation against the agency's EPA’s withdrawn
plan not to enforce current glider emissions rules, stating that the challenge {0 the “no action assurance™ is
now “moeot” given EPAs backiracking on the poliny.

Out in the states, Califormia is proposing & gresnhouse gas emission offset standard for intermationa!
tropical forest protection projscts, a confroversial move that may eventually allow for carbon offsels
generated outside the U.5. to be used for the first time under the state’s cap-and-trade program.

Cur must-read stories from this past weelk included a look at how Judge Brett Kavanaugh likely would be a
skeptic of EPA’s Clean Power Plan if confirmed to the Supreme Court, as well as updates on Trump officials’
plans {0 scale back that rule and a failed Western grid expansion bill,

And our dally news roundup noted that at least one Republican member of Congress is urging the two parlies
to ‘come together” on efforis to combat climate change, sven as most of his fellow GOP colleagues refuse to
endorse most GHG mitigation efforts and sometimes dismiss mainstream climale science.

READ THE CLIMATE BEAT

EDITORIAL CONTACT CUSTOMER SERVICE
703-562-8758 743-416-8505
E-MAIL — E-MAIL —
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SHe Licenses Avallable

Yyant to share access o InsidebPAfcimate with vouwr colleagues? We have sconomical site llcenses packages available to ftany
‘ ion, from a fow people at one location In company-wids accsss. For morg information on how you can gof greatar
access 1o insideEPA/limaty for

vour offics, contact our Ondine Customer Service department at TO3-418-8508 or
sHmate@iwonews . com.

Maase do not respond to this
contact us at climate@iwonews. oom

tfrom an unmaenitored mailboy, I you have a customer service inguiry, please

UNSUBRSCRIBE Hyou no longer wish o recelve these messagss, vou can unsubsoribs hers

Mailing address 1018 South Eads 56

et Buite 2014, Arlington VA 222

Telephona! 703-418-8500 o 1-800-424-808
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